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forgotten when the war banner may have to be unfurled. [Ap-
plause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves the
previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate
amendments.

The question was taken, and the Senate amendments to the
joint resolution were concurred in.

On motion of Mr. Froop of Virginia, a motion to reconsider
the vote by which the amendments were concurred in was laid
on the table.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

AMr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to ad-
journ so we may take up Calendar Wednesday at 12 o'clock.
I understand the Speaker desires to wait in order to sign——

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Can the Speaker sign an enrolled bill before it
is messaged to the Senate?

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle-
man.

Mr. MANN. Can the Speaker sign an enrolled bill before it
has been messaged to the Senate that the House concurred in
the Senate amendments?

The SPEAKER. The Chair never heard any question of
that; never thought of it.

Mr. MANN. Nobody ever thought of it before?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I take it there is nothing
in the rules that prevents a message to the Senate and an
enrolled bill going to the Senate, both at the same time.

Mr. MANN. Well, there isa report of the Joint Committee on
Enrolled Bills before an enrolled bill can be signed. The Joint
Committee on Enrolled Bills, constituted partly of Senators,
ean not find a bill truly enrolled until the Senate is informed
by the House that it has concurred in the Senate amendment.
However, I have no objection

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt but that the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] is technieally correct.

Mr. MANN. There will be no trouble in signing the enrolled
resolution on Calendar Wednesday.

The SPEAKER. As to enrolled bills and resolutions, the
Chair knows that it is not his business to attend to the en-
rolling, but when the Clerk sends one up here in proper form
the Chair signs it.

Mr, MANN. It has to have a certifieate with it.

The SPEAKER. It has to have a certificate with it.

Mr. MANN. The Speaker has the right to sign it on Cal-
endar Wednesday. )

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Maxn], if he desires to raise any question about the
matter, I am willing to move to adjourn, as the Speaker can
sign the bill at 12 o'clock.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER-
woon] moves that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o'clock and
80 minutes a. m.) the House adjourned until 12 o'clock noon.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WepNEspax, April 22, 191},

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Reyv. William Couden, of Indianapolis, Ind. offered the
following prayer:

O God, ovr help in ages past, our hope in rears to come, look
Thou upon us from Thy sapphire throne, consider our needs
and weakness and continue to clalm us as Thine forever.
Teave us not, neither forsake us, O God of our salvation. Guide
our Nation in the new experience that opens before us. Com-
fort those upon whom the cost of honor and justice falls most
heavily. And in whatever we do help us as a people to identify
ourselves completely with Thy truth and Thy love as revealed
unto us in Jesus Christ. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, April 21, 1914,
was read and approved.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found fruly enrolled joint
resolution of the following title, when the Speaker signed the
same :

H. J. Res. 251, Joint resolution justifying the employment by
the President of the armed forces of the United States.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bill and joint
resolution : -

H. R.10138. An act granting pensions and incrense of pen-
sions to certain goldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
gaid war; and

H. J. Res. 251, Joint resolution justifying the employment by
the President of the armed forces of the United States,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. FixLEY, for 10 days, on
account of important business.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent for leave of absence for his colleague, Mr,
Fintey. Is there objeetion?

There was no objection.

MINE STRIEE IN COLORADO,

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
be permitted to address the House for 10 minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster]
asks unanimous consent to address the House for 10 minutes.
Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. On what subject?

Mr. FOSTER. On the subject of the mine strike in Colorado,

Mr. MANN. Will there be any other requests to speak on the
same subject?

Mr. FOSTER. Not that I know of.

Mr. MADDEN. Has it any connection with the investigation
that the gentleman's committee has made?

Mr. FOSTER. Partly so. It is not a report.

Mr. MADDEN. Has the committee made its report?

Mr. FOSTER. No.

Mr. MURDOCEK. There was a very serioug affair ont there
yesterday. Is the gentleman going to address himself to that?

Mr., FOSTER. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Illinois will proceed.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, this House authorized the Com-
mittee on Mines and Mining to proceed to Colorado lo investi-
gate a strike which had been in existence there since the 23d
of last September. After spending four weeks in the State of
Colorado investigating the eauses of that strike, we eame hack
to Washington and have had the testimony printed and are now
waiting for briefs to be filed. After returning to the city of
Washington the hearings on that strike have been printed, and
the committee is now awaiting, as I said, the time for the at-
torneys, both for the operators and the miners, to file their
briefs, so that we may make a report to the House. Therefore
I do not care at this time to express any opinion upon that
strike. But I did desire at this time, in view of what took place
there on last Monday, to say a word to you on the conditions
that exist in the southern Colorado coal fields at this time.

On last Monday there occurred a battle between the strikers
and the militia out at a place called Ludlow, where there are
several hundred miners located in a tent colony. As you may
know, when these strikers left the coal camps they were com-
pelled to go to some place to live with their families, Upon
nearly all this property owned by the mining company there
is not a single, solitary house within those eamps that a miner
is permitted to own or permitted to rent, except by the consent
of the company, and when the miners quit the employ of the
company they were then compelled to move out to some other
place. They did so, and organized this colony at Ludlow,
whiech they occupied up until last Monday, when -this battle
eame on, as described in the daily press and in telegrams that
have come to me from that section of the State.

I am informed that the battle raged for 14 hours, and during
that time the tent colony was fired on. In it were men, women,
and children. The women, many of them, escaped to seek
refuge in a place not far distant from the camp, in a gully,
as we call it, or in an arroyo, as they call it in Colorado. Some
of them took refuge in trenches that were dug for thelr pro-
tection in this colony, and when the tents all took fire there
were 4 women and 11 children, as reported, who lost itheir
lives through asphyxiation down in those trenches where they
had gone for protection from the firing of the guns.

I do not know, nor is it known, now how many women and
children other than those that have been discovered lost their
lives in that tent colony when the fire took place, nor how many
have been killed. But by the press dispatches of this morning
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in view of the fact that in Vera Cruz, in a foreign country,
there occurred yesterday a battle which has startled our people,
where 4 marines were killed and 21 injured, I call your atfen-
tion to the fact that within our own borders in the United
States, where these helpless women and children have been
fired upon, there shounld have occurred the death of at least 4
wonien and 11 children, so far known. I regret, my friends,
that in the State of Colorado—a State which its citizens should
be proud of, a State which all the people should be proud of—
there should occur these disturbances which produced the death
of these innocent women and children of that Commonwealth.

A short time ago, at another station not far from Ludlow,
there oceurred at what was called the Forbes tent colony a
murder, and then to restore order, as was declared, the Siate
Militla of Colorado went there and tore down the fents of these
striking miners. Those tents were not as we understand tents
to be generally, but they were those people’s homes, and the
State militia piled them up there and compelled those people
to seek other quarters, God only knows where.

Has it come to pass in this country of ours, my friends, that

we shall be called upon to read in the daily press of the firing
of State militia upon the innocent women and children of that
community? I have here many telegrams and a good deal of
literature showing this to be the case in the State of Colorado.
| I regret, my friends, that such should be the case, and I hope
that when this report shall have been made we may be able to
solve in some way the problem of these industrial disturbances
that cause loss of life and loss of money to our people,

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Has the gentleman from Iilinois any sug-
gestion to make as to how we can avert further disasters of the
kind to which he has referred?

Mr. FOSTER. I will say in answer to the gentleman that of
course I realize that the Federal Government is limited in ref-
erence to matters within the States; and yet there might come
a time when the constitutional rights of the citizens of a State,
which are guaranteed to everyone, should be preserved by the
Federal Government.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. COOPER. Is it oris if not a fact that some of these men
in those tents, who are now striking miners, went there origi-
nally some years ago as strikebreakers?

Mr. FOSTER. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I will
gay that 10 years ago there occurred a strike in the coal fields
of Colorado. ILarge numbers of men were imported from other
sections of the country to take the places of the sirikers, and
many of those men who were strikebreakers 10 years ago are
the strikers of to-day. That is true. So I call the attention of
the House to the enormity of this condition which exists in a
sister State. May we not learn that human rights are above
property rights, and that we may be able to setfle these troubles
that arise between employer and employee In a peaceful way,
doing justice to both sides.

Mr, CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. CULLOP. Thus far the gentleman Nas not stated any
cause for the battle on Monday. Which side opened the firing?

Mr., FOSTER. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana
that I am not prepared to tell you who opened fire in this par-
ticular battle. The miners claim that the militia of the State of
Colorado undertook—that they did try and that it was their
intention—to drive the striking miners out of the State, and one
of the ways in which they proposed to do that was by firing
upon the tent colony, destroying it, and compelling those people
to leave that section of the country, as they did in the Forbes
tent colony. The militia claim that the strikers fired upon them.

I am unprepared to tell you this morning all the facts in the

case, as to just the particular way in which this battle was
brought on.

Mr. CULLOP. Then, as I understand, the gentleman is not
able to state now which side opened fire?

Mr. FOSTER. No; but we do know from other reports com-
ing from that section of the couniry that those soldiers did
fire upon this tent colony, and this tent colony was consumed
by fire, and there went out the lives of 4 women and 11 innocent
children, besides the number of mine strikers and militin who
have been killed.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. AUSTIN. Does the gentleman desire any more time?

Mr. FOSTER. I ask for two minutes more,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinols asks unani-
mous consent for fwo minutes. Is there objection? r

There was no objection.

Mr. AVIS, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from West Virginia?

Mr. FOSTHER. I do.

Mr. AVIS. T want to ask whether this committee, under the
authority heretofore given, would have the right to investigate
this trouble and make a report to this House and recommend
some action?

riMr. FOSTER. I think possibly the committee has that
ght.
Mr. AVIS. If it has not that right, does not the gentleman

think it would be wise to ask the House for it?

Mr. FOSTER. In view of all that has occurred there, I think
it wise that this battle should be investigated—that we should
know the facts in the case, if it is possible to find out.

Mr, FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. FESS. The gentleman referred to the authority of the
Federal Government. The Federal Constitution guarantees to
each State a republican form of government. Does the gentle-
man mean that there is not a republican form of government
in Colorado?

Mr. FOSTER. I beg to state to my friend from Ohio that I
would not like to give an opinion upon that question at this
time. In view of not having made our report, I would not like
to express an opinion; but in view of the enormity of the
trouble that has occurred out there in the last few days, I felt
it my duty to say thls to the House of Representatives and to
the country in order that it might awaken some feeling some-
where, so that this industrial disturbance might be stopped
and the loss of life might cease.

AMr. KINDEL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. KINDEL. I will ask the gentleman how he got his in-
formation in this matter.

Mr. FOSTER. I will say to my friend from Colorado that I
have information from the head officials of the miners. I have
also information through another source—from a bulletin com-
ing from the press in that State; for instance, from the Pueblo
Chieftian, which is a leading newspaper of that section of the
country.

Mr. KINDEL. The reason I ask is that the reports I saw
yesterday in the Washington papers stafed that there were 13
killed—I11 strikers, 1 militiaman, and 1 noncombatant.

Mr. FOSTER. I think there were more than that. We do
not know yet exactly how many men have been killed in the
tent colony at Luodlow—how many women and children have
been suffocated and burned there. When we think of such oe-
currences it is enough to awaken in us a pity and shame that
in this fair land of ours that such should be the case. Which-
ever side may be to blame, it should not exist. We boast of onr
civilization, and yet there seems to be no way to settle these
disputes without loss of life and destruction of property. Let
us all do what we can to bring about a better feeling and a
closer relation of both employer and employee, that when differ-
ences do come that they may be settled peacefully.

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. Yill the gentleman submit fo an-
other guestion?

Mr. 'FOSTER. Yes. :

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Does not the gentleman think it
would be best for the committee to investigate this matter defi-
nitely, and after the commiftee have gotten the facts in some
other way than by telegram, and by actual investigation, either
by going out there or by some other definite and reliable method.
then report to the House on the matter?

Mr. FOSTER. The committee will endeavor to report these
disturbances to the House in =o far as they are able to secure
the facts

l',l‘lée SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. FOSTER. I ask for three minutes more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoig asks for three
minutes, Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. FOSTER. In view of my connection with this investiga-
tion T felt that I ought to come to the House and relate these
circumstances, so that my statement may go into the Recorp
and the attention of the House be called to it, and, if possible,
the attention of the country be brought to view the enormity of
this condition.

Mr. GARNER., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr, GARNER. I do not know that the gentleman wishes to
express an opinion at this time, before he makes his report, but
I shonld like to know whether he believes the militia are act-
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ing impartially in the enforcement of the law and the protec-
tion of life in that country?

Mr. FOSTER. I will give the gentleman this illustration,
which is undisputed. I would not mention it except that it has
been undisputed. A man who was a mine guard previous to
the militia being called into the strike region of Colorado tes-
tified on the witness stand in the city of Denver—and he was
at the time dressed in the uniform of a State militiaman—that
he was a mine guard, belonging to Troop B, of Denver, and
being paid at the rate of $£3 a day by the mine operators, and
was also drawing a salary from the State as a militiaman.
You ean draw your own conclusions whether that man was an
impartial militiaman or not.

Mr. AVIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. AVIS. T want to ask the gentleman if he thinks there is
anything the House can do at this time without investigation
or formal report upon that matter?

Mr. FOSTER. I think not, unless Congress should see fit—
and I am not saying whether or not the President or whether
or not Congress should have the right—to call upon the gov-
ernor of the State of Colorado to preserve order and protect
the lives of innocent people.

Mr. COOPER. Is the gentleman prepared to say about what
proportion of the militin—what number of them in that vicin-
ity—were in the employ of the mine operators or receiving pay
from the mine operators?

Mr. FOSTER. I ean not; it was testified to by men not now
in the militia or in the employ of the mine operators that that
was the case, I mention this one case because it was undis-

uted.

. Mr. COOPER. He was in uniform when he testified?

Mr. FOSTER. He was in uniform when he testified.

Mr. PLATT. Was the man an officer and responsible, or was
it under orders?

Mr. FOSTER. I am not sure; I can not answer positively.

Mr. PLATT. It makes all the difference in the world.

Mr. FOSTER. He may have been a petty officer, but my
recollection is he was a private.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tllinois has
again expired.

Mr, FOSTER. I ask for two minutes more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that his
time be extended two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, :

Mr. CRAMTON. Is the chairman of the Committee on Mines
and Mining in a poesition to give any opinion as to the probable
time when a report will be made on the Colorado and Michigan
investigations?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not know anything about the Michigan
investigation. The gentleman from Colorado, the chairman of
the subcommittee, might be able to tell the gentleman something
about the Michigan investigation. Let me say that it was
agreed between the attorneys for the miners and the operators
before we left Denver, Colo., that after all the testimony had
been printed they should have 20 days in which to file briefs
before the report was made. So that we are anxiously waiting
and hoping that we may be able to make a report soon to this
House. I can not tell what the report is going to be, because
1 do not know. The committee has not taken up the matter,
but we hope to make a report at the earliest possible date after
the attorneys file their briefs.

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit, I asked the
question because the gentleman is chairman of the full com-
mittee, and if I may be permitted I should like to express the
hope that inasmuch as the investigation was by reason of very
seriouns charges affecting the good name of the State, and the
investigation has been completed, it seems to me that it is only
falr to the State and the people and iis officials that the report
should be made as promptly as possible.

Mr., FOSTER. I have no doubt it will be made as soon as we
are able to do it. We are dealing with attorneys out there
who desire time to file briefs, and we gave them the time.

Under leave to extend my remarks I am printing some press
notices and telegrams which have been forwarded to me.

[From the Washington Times, April 22, 1914.]
THIETY-THREE DEAD IN LUupLow MINE BATTLE.
DENVER, April 22.

Detalls of the 14-hour battle at Ludlow were revealed in dispatches
from Trinidad and official reports to Acting Gov. Fitzgerald from
militiamen in the field to-day.

Thirty-three known dead, more than two-thirds of whom are women
and children; a score missing; and more than a score wounded—this
is the toll of the battle.

Ll
With arms ready, both sldes to-darawa!ted a resumption of the
blood-letting, Several companies of militia, recruited from mine guards
employed by the coal operators, are encamped at Ludlow, and to-day
are preparing for a machine-gun sortie from their positlon along the
Colorado and Southern railroad. On the surrounding hills, sheltered
by _rocks and bowlders, 400 strikers awaited their coming,
John McLennan, district president of the United Miners, to-day
telegraphed the Red Cross from Trinidad to be ready to render ald.

[From the Washington Post, April 22, 1914.]
TWENTY-8Ix MINE WAR ToLL,—Four WOMEN AND 13 CHILDREX PERISH
IN FmmE—DEATH LisT MAY ReacH 50—New BarTie BETWEEN
MINERS AND TROOPS 18 FEARED—FAMIL®ES OoF STRIKERS, HIDDEN IN
TrEXCHES DURING 14 Hovurs' FIGHTING AT LupLow CAMP MoXNDAY,
VicTiMs oF Braze as MacuiNe Guws RAKE ConLoNY—SPECIAL BES-
SION OF LEGISLATURE MaY BE CALLED TO DEAL WITH SITUATION.

TRINADAD, CoLoO., April 2I,

With T identified dead in Trinidad morgues and a list of 18 mis-
sing 'and reported dead, the toll of yesterday's battle between State
troops and strikers at and near Ludlow probably will exceed 25, -
Among those reported missing are 4 women and 18 children, who are
belleved to have been suffocated by the fire that destroyed the strikers'
tents at the close of yesterday’'s fight. Earlier in the day they had
hidden in trenches in the colonr to escape the rifle and machine gun
fire that raked the tents. The Ilst of known Injured consists of threce
soldiers, who were brought to Trinidad to-night

TRINIDAD HORROR-STRICKEN.

Trinidad is horror-stricken to-night hy reports of the number of
women, children, and noncombatants who lost thelir lives In yesterday's
fight and in the fire that followed.

“ 1t is horrible,” said John McLennan, president of district 15, United
Mine Workers of America, who s in charge at local headquarters.

“ They were tragped without a chance of escape.” v

“The bodles of 2 women and 10 echildren were seen in one trench,"”
it was annomnced at the Ludlow milltary camp to-night, *“ God only
knows how many yet will be found.”

BLAMES STRIKERS FOR BATTLE.

Maj. Hamrock to-night reiterated the statement that the fighting was
precipltated by a band of Greek strikers under Louls Tikas, who opened
fire upon military tents at Ludlow. The soldiers were, driven out of
their camps by bullets, according to the officer.

The union officials issued no statement.

More than 200 women and children refugees from the burned colony
are to-night being cared for in Trinidad.

FEAR NEW ATTACK.

A foree of armed strikers estimated at 600 or more Is intrenched In
the hills north and east of the rulng of the tents. Two hundred militia-
men under Maj.. Hamrock, Capt. Carson, and Lleuts Linderfelt, Law-
rence, and Chase are stationed in and about Ludlow.

Militiamen and strikers to-day professed fear of an attack should
they appear to search for bodies among the ruins of the colony. Under-
takers with a flag of truce left to-night to search for bodies,

A new supply of ammunition is said to have been received by both
militlnmen and strikers during the day. Extra sentrles have been

ted on both sides. The troops are said to be preparing to move on
he men in the hills. The troops are In possession of fonr machine guns.
The problem of food and water has become a serlous one on both sides.

LIST OF ENOWN DEAD.

Besides those mentioned, others known to be dead are:

A. Martin, private, Compnnﬁ. A, Denver; two forelgn-born strikers, a
brewery worker of Trinldad, Frank Soyder, aged 12, son of a striker,
of Ludlow, and James Iyter.

Among those missing and reported dead are Charles Costa, a striker,
of Ludlow, Mrs. Charles Costa and two children, Mrs. Frank Pedrino
and two children, Mrs. Nick Melasoviteh and seven children, and Mrs.
Chevez and two children.

[From the Washington Star, April 21, 1914.]

TEN MEN KiLLeEp 18 MiLiTia CLASH—NUMBER OF WOUNDED IN BATTLR
WITH STRIKERS IN COLORADO UNENOWN—BCENE OF DESOLATION AT
TR LUDLOW COLONY—Two SMALL CHILDREN REPORTED TO Have
PERISHED TN BLAZE—QUIET NOW IPREVAILS.

TRINIDAD, COLO., April 21,

Hundreds of armed strikers who yesterday fought for 14 hours with
State troops in the Ludlow district had disappeared this morning and
quiet prevailed in and about the strikers' demolished tent colony. The
militiamen who opposed the strikers were In possession of the railroad
tracks from the steel bridge to a point near thie burned culony. Reen-
forcements from Lamar and Walsenburg swelled the number of soldiers
on the grounds to 160,

The list of identified dead was incrcased to five, and it seemed certain
that at least as many more fell in yesterday's fighting. The number of
wounded is unknown.

The identified dead :

A. Martin, private, Company A, First Regiment, Denver.

Lonis Tikas, leader of the Greek strikers. Ludlow colony.

Edward Fyler, secretary of the Ludlow Unlon,

Charles Costa, Aguilar Union leader.

Frank Snyder, aged 12,

An unconfirmed report was that two small children perished in the
blaze that razed the colony at 9 o'clock last night, and the bodies of
other strikers are said to be still 1ying on the field of battle.

DESOLATE SCENE PRESENTED.

The Ludlow colony presented a scene of death and desclation to-day.
only four or five of the tents remaining standing. Soldiers declare that
quantities of ammunition were exploded by the blaze that swept the
colony during the night,

An unidentified man driving a horse attached to a light buggy dashed
from the tents waving a white flag just after the fire started, When ordered
to halt, he is said to bave opened fire with a revolver and was killed
by _a return volley from the militia.

Yesterday's battle centered about the hig trestle of the Colorado &
Southeastern Rallroad, and several dead were sald to be lylng slong
the tracks, behind which the strikers took refuge.

Throughout the day and intermittently during the night the fizhting
raged over an area of approximately 3 square miles, bounded on the
west by Berwind and Hastings, on the east by Barnes Statlon, on the
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north by the Ludlow tent colony. and on the south by Rameyville. The
battle field was completely isolated by the cutting of telegraph and
telephone wires.

The fighting began early yesterday, when a militia detachment under
Lient. Linderfelt started to investigate the cnuse of firing near Cedar
Hill.  As the day progressed word of the clash reached officials, and a
relief expedition consisting of 50 members of the newly organized
Trinidad militia company was sent on a ageciai train manned by J. H.
Abrams, superintendent of the Colorado & Southeastern, with Master
Mechanic Roach as engineer and Dispatcher Willis as fireman,

FOUND STRIKERS BARRICADED.

They detrained sounth of Ludlow and found the strikers barricaded
in the pumping station. At dusk the strikers retreated along a gully
hack of the blazing tent colony, followed by the militin, who swept the
valley with machine guns,

Maj. P. J. Hamrock spent the night strengthening the position of his
men. A request was sent to Denver for additional supplies of ammuni-

tion.

With the arrival of Walsenburg and Lamar militia to-day Maj. Ham-
rock had approximately 175 men opposed to strikers variously estimated
at from 400 to 800.

DENVER, CoLo,, April 21, 191}
Hon. M. D. FosSTER,

Hoaouse of Representatives, Washington, D, O,

Striking miners and families shot and burned to death at Ludlow.
Colo. Mine guards with machine guns riddled tents of striking miners
and set fire to tent colony Four men, three women, and seven chil-
dren murdered. State not only failed to protect, but allows uniforms
and ammunition of the Commonwealth to destroy the lives of the
workers and their families. We shall be compelled o eall on volunteers
in the name of humanity to defend these helpless people unless some-
thing is done,
¥ E. L. Doyre, Secretary-Treasurer.

DEXVER, Coro., April 21, 191},
Hon. M. D. FostEr, M. C., .
The Driscoll Hotel, Washington, D, 0.2
We believe that yesterday’s occurrences at Ludlow warrant further
rigid congressional Investigation here. We are informed that yesterday's
battle occurred at Ludlow Station and tent colony, where many chil-
dren, women, and union leaders, without warning, were mowed down by
machine guns operating under orders of Linderfelt. If reports to us are
confirmed, the facts, more than anything else which has preceded, should
result in immediate Federal action and remedial legisiation. The situa-
tion justifies a special presidential message to Congress.
BE. P, COSTIGAN,
JAMES M. BREWSTER,
Counsel for Striking Minera before Congressional Commitiee,

TRrINIDAD, COLO,, April 21, 191}
Congressman M. D. FOSTER

Washi ugécm, i1 I8 o AL

Gunmen employed by mine owners caught helpless, unarmed, striking
miners of Ludlow in trap yesterday morning. urned tented elty and
shot down men, women, and children. No merecy was shown to either
sex. Red Cross Soclety and society women of Trinidad doing all they
can to relieve suffering and aid us, but situation is critical. Men,
women, and children still in trap, and mine guards wearing uniforms
of Btate are raking iheir ranks with eight machine guna.

JOHEN MCLENNAN,
President District 15, United Mine Workers of America.

Telegram fo Alva A. Swain, connected with the Chieftain, of

Pueblo:
PuoesLo, CoLo., April 21, 191}.

Latest and what seems to he reliable reports confirm story that
Lonie Greek started fight, Maj. Hamlock received letter from woman
gsaying her husband was being held in ecamp and wanted to go back
work. Said her husband wanted Louie Greek to see Maj. Hamlock ;
went to depot to see Louie, as Louie would not come to camp. Louie
said mo such man in camp. While talking, body of armed Greeks left
tent colony in full view of Louie and Hamlock and marched off to one
side. Hamlock said to Louie that did not look good. Lonle sald he
would go over tell them to disarm and march back. Instead, went
over and took charge of men; first firlng came from Greeks directed
at small squad men watering ‘horses. Martin fell at first shot. This
sgtarted whole fight. Seems to be no guestion about ammunition in
tent of Lawson. Have had no denial of this yet from union officials.
Said by some militia started fire; this they stoutly deny, and from
what we gather of the flerceness of the fight they dld not get close
enough to do so. Some reports are fire was star by explosion of
ammunition in Lawson tent. Others are that the Inhabitants in hurry
to get out upset stoves or lamps., This seems most lkely, as firlng on
tent colony until after exit of most people not enough to explode stored
ammunition. TLives lost in tent colony due to women and children
hiding in caves that had been dug for protection, and hence could not
be found by militia to be rescued. wo privates did rescue some
women and children. Stories of thls work proves them to be herpes.
Naturally all blame is %Ilzcod on militia, but this does not seem rea-
sonable, for there were but small number of militia and large number
of strikers, Reported to-night strikers from Fremont would march
to Ludlow to aid those there. Also strikers from northern territory
would ecome down to help. Militiaman wonnded was refused admis-
slon to sisters' hospital, Trinidad, because they feared to have soldiers
in bmilding. All qulet at this hour-—Trinldad, nlso Ludlow. Machine
¥un5 were not taken to Ludlow until afternoon, when Linderfelt con-
Inued call for reenforcements; ecaused number men to leave Trinidad,
taking number of fleld arms with them. Rumors of all kinds are
coming in. but statements herein are as near correct as we can gather
and by carefully checking up each rumor, Trinildad just informs me
things quiet there to-night. Meeting of citizens was held in Trinidad
Commerce Club this evening and the men &Jledged their support to
sheriff to majntain order. Sltuation, I am advised, more intense than
when strike first called. If further information wanted to-morrow

advise. Use Postal wires when possible.
confirmed or denied, is
the hills,

Report, which is nelther
that Lawson is now camped with strikers in

FrRED MARVIN,
Editor Pueblo Chicftain, Pueblo, Colo,

DENTVER, CoLro., April 21, 191},

Ludlow tent colony, which hounsed 1,200 Colorado striking coal
miners, burned to ground after four men, three women, and seven
children were murdered. One hundred and fifty gunmen in militiamen's
uniform and with State equipment have, with six machine guns, kept
up constant attack on men, women, and children since daybreak Mon-
day morning. Indications are that mine guards intend to murder all
strikers who refuse to go to work at companfy's terms. One boy, 11,
murdered when he ran to get drink of water for mother, who had lain
in cellar, Kour other children, 7 to 11, driven back by bullets of
uniformed gunmen into blazing tents, burned to death. Gunmen guard
all roads. Passen%era on trains say 15 to 20 men and women are
Iying on pralrles in ruvins of tent colony. Society women offer to
nurse injured men, women, and babes, but are refused. Score more
women and children probably smothered or murdered in most terrible
massacre in American industrial history. Water supply cut off early
Monday. Women and babes forced to lie in ditches and cellars 24
hours without food or water. Murderous guards are keeping up at-
tack on men and all may be slanghtered. Will you, for God's sake and
in the name of humanlty, ecall upon all your e tizenship to demand of
the President of the United States and both Houses of Congress that
the{ leave Mexlco alone and come into Colorado to relieve these miners,
thelr wives and children, who are being slaughtered by the dozen by

murderous mine guards,
*  (Bigned) BE. L. DoryLs,

Becretary-Treasurer,
District 15, United Mine Workers of America.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
address the House for flve minutes on this same subject.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I would like unanimous
consent to address the House for five minutes at the conclusion
of the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put these one at a time.
The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous consent to address
the House for five minuntes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request, to fol-
low the gentlemman from Colorado,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Srr-
DOMRIDGE] asks unanimous consent to address the House for
five minutes at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman
from Kangas. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes at the
conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Colorado. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KINDEL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for five minutes at the conclusion of the re-
marks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Kix-
pEL] asks unanimous congent to address the House for five min-
utes at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears no objection. :

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to print in the
REecorp telegrams from one of the officials of the United Mine
Workers and the Trinidad Advertiser in reference to the sad
and deplorable affair in Colorado on last Monday.

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent to print certain telegrams in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The telegrams are as follows:

Dexver, CoLo,, April 21, 191},

Hon. RicmEarp W. AUSTIN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, O.:

Striking miners and families shot and burned to death at Ludlow,
Colo. Mine guards with machine guns riddled tents of striking miners
and set fire to tent colony. Four men, three women, and seven children
murdered. State not only fails to protect but allows uniforms and
ammunition of the Commonwealth to destroy the lives of the workers
and their families. We shall be compelled to call on volunteers in the
gnme of humanity to defend these helpless people unless something is

one.
E. L. DoYLE,
Becretary-Treasurer United Mine Workers of Ameiica.

TrixiDAD, COLO., April 21, 1915,
R. W. AvusTIiN, M. C,,
Washington, D. C.:

Reports as sent out by United Mine Workers® officials as to battle Mon-
day absolutely without foundation of fact. The death of 11 children,
2 women, and others was the fault of John R, Lawson. These women
and children were held in tent colony and used as a defense, and fire
was started in colong by the strikers themselves. In Lawson's tent
wans more than 20,000 rounds of cartridges and guantity of dynamite,
which was the direct cause of burning of colony. ght caused by attack

on militla by Louie the Greek and followers. Lawson had prevailed on
governor to take troops from district, and as soon as movement was
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eomplete battle was begun, Trinidad is vietim of betrayal, and strikers
trging to make caFItal out of defeat. Strikers numbered 400 in battle,
while only 79 militia were engaged. We deplore the result, but it was
inevitable, as it was planned by the leaders of the United Mine Workers
of America, and in their defeat they are now trying to make capltal
out of the fact that they sacrificed the lives of women and children,

TRINIDAD ADVERTISER.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the country has been shocked
by the atrocious conditions that exist in the coal-mining dis-
triets of Colorado. During the period the unfortunate condi-
tions have existed there I have been in recelpt almost daily of
appeals for the protection of the constitutional rights of citizens
in that State. I had hoped when the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. FosTter], chairman of the investigating committee, took
the flcor this morning that he would make some suggestion that
might be pursued by the Federal authorities to guarantee the
constitutional rights of the miners. I now ask the gentleman
from Illinois, as chairman of that committee, who is familiar
with the eonditions there, if he will not offer a resolution in
this House directing the President of the United States to take
such steps as may be necessary to protect citlzens in the State
of Colorado within that mining district, who are now without
protection? If State authority is powerless, and it appears to
be, the Federal authority shounld act through the Executive. I
am fearing the attorneys for the miners are perhaps overlook-
ing the constitutional rights of their clients.

Mr. MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield?
| Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Kansas think the
State authorities are unequal to the occasion?

Mr. CAMPBELL. It seems so. In any event, the lives and
liberties of people, the right to the protection of the tents which
they call their homes, have been ignored. They have not had
the protection that we have boasted surrounds every man in the
Republic, and, being denied this protection, it seems to me that
some steps should now be taken, not by the way of investiga-
tion, for we have had investigation enough, but by proper
Executive action that will result in giving the people affected
all the guaranties of the Constitution.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes

Mr FORDNEY. Has the gentleman any information as to
swhether the militia or the miners are responsible for this
riot? I would like to know which side is responsible.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know who is primarily responsi-
ble for the trounble.

Mr. FORDNEY. Until the information is given, does not the
gentleman think it wise that some one should get definite in-
formation before ordering the Federal Government to take
action?

Mr. CAMPBELL. We have had complaints of these condi-
tions for months. We authorized an investigation by a com-
mittee of this House., That committee has made its investiga-
Hlon, and so far we are not informed as to who is In the right
or who is in the wrong with regard to each particular incident
that results seriously. _

Mr. FORDNEY. They have not investigated this incident.

Mr. CAMPBELL. They have not investigated this particular

one, but they have investigated the conditions there, made up
of other incidents similar to this, running through a long period
of time, but have not reported.
. Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ought not to
complain of the Executive, when the committee of the House
of Representatives has not made its report. If the committee
has not made its report and we think they are negligent, it is
our business to instruct them to make the report.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I am asking the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. FostER], chairman of the committee, if he
‘will not, with the information that he has, if it is justified,
appeal to the executive authorities to take such steps as are
necessary to protect the constitutional rights of these citizens,

Mr. FOSTHER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CAMPBELL. Yes, ;

The SPEAKEHR, The time of the gentleman from Kangas
has expired. .

Mr, CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes more.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., FOSTHR. Mr. Speaker, I will say this to the gentle-
man: That, so far as I am concerned, I have endeavored as best
I could to get this matter before the House at as early a date
asg it is possible to do, but the gentleman realizes that the print-
ing of a large amount of testimony and the filing of briefs take
some little time. The committee has done the very best that it
could. I want to say to the gentleman that, so far as I am

individually concerned, I expect to urge such action to be taken,

f necessary, by the Federal authorities as will give protection,
in so far as we are able to do it, to these unfortunate, innocent,
and helpless people.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, T appreciate that the gentle-
man from IMinois [Mr., Foster], as chairman of that committee,
and that the committee itself have been doing everything within
their power, and I made the suggestion I have now made in
the hope that the gentleman from Illinois and his committee
might feel justified in offering the sort of resolution to which
I have referred, even before the report is made. Will the gen-
tleman under the circumstances make the request to the Hxec-
utive I have suggested?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, T will say to the gentleman that
I appreciate his position just as much as anyone in this House,
and I want to assure him that, so far as I am concerned, I
shall do everything that is possible, and I believe the committee
feel the same way about it.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly.

Mr. COOPER. With the gentleman’s permission, I desire to
ask the gentleman from Illinois one question. Until the gen-
tleman’s committee submiis a report to this ITouse, does the
gentleman from Illinois doubt the committee’s authority to
continue its investigation?

Mr. FOSTER. I think the committee has that authority.

Mr. COOPER. Very well. Then, is not this killing of 11
women and 2 children, the killing of miners and the killing of
millitiamen in what was a serious battle, worthy of the imme-
diate and searching attention of the committee?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from
Wisconsin that that is true.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has again expired.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, as a Representative from
the State of Colorado, I deeply deplore the recital which has
been made to the House this morning by the chairman of the
Committee on Mines and Mining concerning the riot which took
place in the southern Colorado coal fields last Monday. It is
the outgrowth of a condition which has been growing more
acute and difficult for the past six months. Our State, unfor-
tunately, has passed through several perlods of industrial dis-
turbance, and we have a record of controversies between the
forces of capital and labor which has made a deep and lasting im-
pression upon the minds of our citizens, There does not seem to be
any power resident in the legislative bodies of this country,
either Federal or State, to bring about the settlement of these
disputes through process of law without resort to bloodshed and
riot. During the time of the great Cripple Creek strike there
were conditions unparalleled in the history of industrial war-
fare in this country. The constitutional rights of citizens were
usurped and invaded. Many citizens were taken from their
homes, placed in railroad cars, and deported from the State by
action of the military authorities. The delays and intricacies
of legal procedure were invoked against them, and there seemed
to be an absolute paralysis of every form of judicial process
that is ordinarily available to the individual to secure his
rights. Our State has been left with a legacy of debt and an
experience which has made her recognized in the Nation as
g.uis;intg been the theater of most cruel and deplorable industrial

utes.

One of the diffienlties confronting the State when her military
power is invoked is that which arises from the condition of the
State treasury. The militia can not be put into the field until
the governor is provided with means necessary to support and
equip it. He is therefore obliged to make some arrangement
with the banking and moneyed interests of the State to secure
funds in order to meet these expenses, y

The result is that while the armed forces of the State are
called out to preserve Iaw and order, and to see that individual
rights and property are respected, they are looked upon in-
directly as the employed agents and allies of one of the parties
to the dispute. This trouble all arises, in my judgment, from
the fact that when you employ an armed force to preserve law
and order in an indusirial dispute you immediately provoke
conditions such as have arisen in Colorado and elsewhere, es-
pecially where such a force is maintained through agencies
more or less in sympathy with one of the parties to the con-
troversy. I am not so much concerned for the present, although
I deeply deplore and regret the occurrence of last Monday, as
I am for the future, because this dispute, which in the beginming
only affected a limited number of corporations and their em--
ployees, is spreading out and reaching into every community
and hamlet in the State; men’s ons are being aroused, and
there is an alignment throughout State on one side or the
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other of this controversy. I am informed by telegraphic mes-
sages to-day that armed men are being sent into the region where
rioting has occurred, and that serious trouble involving a fur-
ther loss of life is threatened. I hope that the committee au-
thorized by the House will not merely devote itself to a recital
of facts in this controversy, but that it will present to Congress
some legislative remedy that will give to the people of this coun-
try relief from strike conditions, which rest most heavily and
severely upon those who are disinterested and have no direct
connection with these unfortunate controversies.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to a question?

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Yes.

Mr, MADDEN. The gentleman has made a very startling
statement. Does the gentleman want to leave the impression
on the House and the country that the governor of the State of
Colorado sends the militia with the end in view of taking either
one side or the other of the controversy, instead of the preserva-
tion of the law? :

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. I do not, Mr, Speaker; and I want to
say this——

Mr. MADDEN. That is the only deduction that can be made
from the gentleman's statement.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE (continuing). That the governor of the
State, when appealed to by the citizens of the State whose prop-
erty is in danger or whose lives are in jeopardy, must recognize
the power that rests with himself and call out the militia.
When the ecivil authorities say that they can not control the
situation and that they must have the militia, the governor is
bound to recognize the plen. When he looks into the treasury
of the State and finds himself unable to secure funds there to
pay the militia, feed, clothe, and equip it, and when he is obliged
to intercede with the clearing houses of the State to find the
money to pay these expenses, does the gentleman believe that
men sent into the fleld under those conditions would be able to
exercise that same independence of action that they could if
the obligation on the part of the State to private moneyed inter-
ests did not exist?

Mr. MADDEN. Why does not the governor call the legisla-
tore in special session and make an appropriation to cover the
needs of the case?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may have his time extended for five minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Colorado may have his
time extended for five minutes. Is there objectlon?
~ Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. I do not desire any further time, Mr.
Speaker. I believe I have said all T desire to say.

Mr. MADDEN. Well, in order to answer a question.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. I will be glad to answer any questions.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. ;

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman stated a very extraordinary
situation as existing in Colorado. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman from Colorado why it is that the governor of the State
does not eall the legislature in special session, when an ex-
traordinary situation like this exists, for the purpose of making
appropriations that will enable him to perform his duty?

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. I presume, Mr. Speaker, that the com-
mittee of investigation, having had the governor before it, would
have asked him that question. I am not in any position to
answer for him. I am simply stating to the House the condi-
tion which exists in Colorado and giving my conclusions from the
facts as I know them in reference to the resources available for
the pay and compensation of the militia.

Mr. GORMAN. Does the gentleman happen to know what
security the governor pledges for these loans he makes?

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. The auditor of state issues certificates
of indebtedness upon vouchers approved by the military board,
of which the governor is an ex officio member. The governor
is charged by the constitution which he is sworn to support to
maintain and enforce the laws of the State and to protect the
lives and property of her citizens. He iz authorized to call out
the militia when a state of insurrection exists, and the consti-
tution provides for the issuance of these certificates of in-
debtedness, which are not a lien on the State treasury until the
legislature has provided for their payment, either by direct ap-
propriation, if there be money available, or through the sale of
bonds. It will thus be evident that they are not securities of a
class that will find ready sale in financial markets and are only
evidences of indebtedness constituting no legal claim against the
State government until the legislature has recognized them as
above indicated. It will thus be understood why the governor
is obliged, if he acts under constitutional authority, to look to
private sources for means whereby he can hypothecate these

certificates. It is true that he could call the legislature together
and request it to assume the responsibility of providing funds
for immediate use. But conditions develop very suddenly. and
the execuotive is confronfed sometimes with situations which
will not permit of delay, and the constitution of the State Las
recognized the prebability of sudden emergencies requiring
executive action by providing the means above indicated for
meeting these extraordinary conditions.

Mr. MADDEN. That is due to the fact that they have had a
very bad government in Colorado and an extravagant expendi-
ture of public funds which made it necessary to overtax the
people of Colorado until they are overloaded with indebtedness
so nobody wants to buy their paper. Is not that true?

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. The people of Colorado, Mr. Speaker,
are suffering, in my judgment, from the fact that the repre-
sentatives of the people, both in the State and the Federal
branches of the Government, have not given the people some
remedy by which these disputes may be settled without blood-
shed and riot. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, in closing let me say that Colorado is not alone
in her suffering. The same conditions that exist in her bor-
ders to-day may arise in other States to-morrow. We can not
build up our industrial system or enlarge our commeicial
activities on lines which recognize physical foree as the only
effective remedy in the settlement of disputes between the
employer and the employee. There must be found some peace-
ful and accepted agency which will operate to adjust these con-
troversies. With all our boasted ecivilization, with all the
advantages of free government, and with our recognized adher-
ence to the religion of Jesus Christ, with the Golden Rule as its
greatest principle controlling the relation of man with man,
must we confess that we are unable to find any means avail-
able either in society or government that will provide for a
just and equitable settlement of industfrial disputes or must we
still leave these controversies to be fought out on lines of self-
ishness and cruelty? Colorado is a magnificent State. Her
natural resources are unlimited in value and variety; her peo-
ple are patriotic and intelligent. They are devoted to building
up communities of culture and good order. They have over-
come many obstacles in the way of material development, and
they have reached out to secure for themselves every advantage
of free and popular government. May the day soon come when
the clonds of industrial conflict which now darken and obscnre
her sky and which have brought so much of havee and devasta-
tion in their course will pass away and allow the light and
blessing of industrial peace and contentment to abide in every
portion of our beloved Commonwealth.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I arise to pay tribute to the
heroism of George Poinsett, of Philadelphia, a seaman on the
Florida, who went to his death yesterday under orders to take
the customhouse at Vera Cruz, Mexico. [Applause.] The
bulletin just issued by the Navy Deparfment announcing the
denth of Poinsett and three others is meager as to details,
but we are led to believe that they were fired upon by the
Mexican troops while defending their position. -1 shall attach
fo these remarks the full statement authorized this morning
by the Navy Department with respect to the deaths and casu-
alties resulting from this first clash of arms between the forces
of the United States and Mexico. It is not my purpose now to
dwell upon the causes leading up to this unfortunate condi-
tion presaging war. That matter was disposed of by the
President of the United States, and Congress has voted to
sustain this action,

Whether we have entered upon this war wisely or unwisely
we have at least demonstrated our wisdom as a nation in Deing
prepared for war. In such a crisis we must look to our Army
and to our Navy; to our battleships and to our guns; to our
navy yards and to our recruiting stations, These we must
have and maiatain in times of peace as in times of war.

Deploring war, as we do, we must yet find the men to go to
war when our safety, our dignity, or our honor as a people
are at stake. We must have a Dewey for Manila, a Sampson,
a Schley, and a Hobsgon for Santiago [applause], but in addi-
tion to these, farther along in the ranks, we must have a Worth
Bagley, the ensign—first to fall in the Spanish-American war—
and a George Poinsett, the seaman, to sacrifice his life for us
if need be.

This, Mr. Speaker, is my reason for paying tribute to the
young Philadelphian who was of the first four to fall yesterday
in the service of his country in a war the consequences of
which we can not see.

Mr. Speaker, what manner of man was this George Poinsett?
He had not yet reached the age of maturity; he had gone but
10 days beyond his twentieth birthday. This was the American
seaman, the Amerlcan patriot, who, when this great Congress of
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the United States was deliberating upon a message of the Presi-
dent and every nation of the world was watching the outcome
of that deliberation with the keenest interest, went forward,
under orders, representative of our country, and in defense of
our flag, to lay down his promising young life.

George Poinsett, Philadelphian, enlisted as an apprentice sea-
man at the age of 17 years, thus responded to the call of duty.
It was a manifestation, Mr. Speaker, of that spirit of patriot-
ism and loyalty which has always typified the youth of this
country when honor is at stake and duty calls. George Poinsett
would have been entitled to an honorable discharge after faith-
ful service in the Navy in June of next year.

The discharge has come prematurely, but with higher honor
than any formal certificate. It involves alike the pain and the
glory of martial life.

A father, who nearly three years ago ylelded to his boy’s
desire to serve his country, has been bereft of a loved one, but
the Nation has added the name of that son to its roll of heroes.
[Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, of John F. Schumacher, coxswain, of Brooklyn;
of George Poinsett, seaman, of Philadelphia; of Daniel Aloysius
Haggerty, private in the Marine Corps, of Cambridge, Mass.;
and of another hero killed in the service whose name has not
yet been ascertained; and of those who were with them in this
first letting of the blood of war, may we not say as Tennyson
said of the Light Brigade—

Thelrs not to make reply,
Theirs not to reason why,
Theirs but to do and dle.

[Long applause.]

Mr. Speaker, the Navy Department Bulletin No. 9, to which I
referred, is as follows:

BuLLeETTN No. 9.
Navy DEPARTMENT.

The news dispatches give the followlng as among those killed and
injnred at Vera Cruz:

KILLED.

Coxswain John F. Schumacher, of the Florida; home address, 161
Harmon Street, Brooklyn, N. Y.; born December l;. 1889 ; next of kin,
Isabella MeKinnon, mother, same address; enlisted November, 1007 ;
reenlisted 1910 ; recently transferred from the Wheeling to the

George Polnsett, seaman; next of kin, Willlam Poinsett, father,
5321 North Twelfth Street, Philadelphia, Pa.; enlisted, Philadelphia,

1911 ; attached to Floride.
Daniel Aloysins Haggerty, private. Marine Co Eighth Compmi;;i

Second Regiment, advance base; next of kin, hael H
Han;ling Btreet, Cambridge, Mass. ; enlisted July 4, 1906 ; recorded
as attached fo the Utah.

WOUNDED,
Charles J. L-eahgi ordinary seaman, asslgned to the Florida; home
address, 332 East Ninetleth Street, gdew;

i Rpes | s}'grk City ; next of kin, Nellle
I‘ﬁﬁ&aﬂ"ﬁ’eﬁu’?ﬂ' i el lenl:an; home address, 223 East Foarih
Street, New York City; next of kin, Harry Schwarts, brother, same
address : enlisted Beptember, 1912, and aervghg his first doty at sea.

Q. D. Cameron, ordinary seaman; home ad resshlos er Street,
Brookiyn, N. Y.; next of kin, Donald Cameron, father, same address.
Cameron was assigned to the Florida; enlisted June 3, 1913.

John F. Place, seaman ; home address, 134 Wakeman Avenue, Newar
N, J.; next of lgln, Anna Place, same address; enlisted 1911 ; assign
to!:tg;afd A, Gisburne, electrician, third class; home address, 54 Sum-
mer Street, Quincy, Mass.: next of kin, John R. Gisburne, grandfather,
1932 Seventeenth Street, Washington, D. C.: enlisted 1910.

No information has been received at the Navy De&n!rtment to wverify
this list, and the department has no knowledge at 11.30 of its accuracy.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the deplorable occurrences in
southern Colorado to which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Foster] has called our attention present a situation which ap-
peals very strongly to our sympathies and to our sense of jus-
tice. The newspaper reporis and dispatches vary in their state-
ment of what occurrred at Ludlow and as to the number of
persons killed or injured: but this, at least, is certain, that a
considerable number of defenseless women and children lost
their lives under eircumstances most frightful and appalling.
It is important that we shall know, and know guickly, who is
responsible for this frightful oceurrenee, to the end that justice
may be done and such heart-rending occurrences may be pre-
vented in the future. Our hearts go out in sympathy to those
who have lost wives and children, and our duty is to do every-
thing within our power to remedy conditions which make such
awful tragedies possible. T hope that the committee presided
over by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FostER], which re-
cently investigated matters in this district, may give prompt
eonsideration to this awful tragedy and promptly take or recom-
mwend to the House such action as may be proper. I shall place
in tha Recosp four telegrams I have received in regard to this
lamentable occurrence:

CHEYESNE, WYO., April 21, 191},
Hon. FraXkE W. MONDELL

2011 Park Road, Washington, D. C.:

Six men and 6 women and more than 15 children murdered by coal-
company gunmen at Ludlow, Colo., strike fleld yesterday. Thugs uni-

formed as State militlamen. Unlon labor of Wyoming demands Federal
protection of the defenseless strikers and familles of Colorado. Please

urge this protection at once.
WroMING WEEKLY LABOR JOURNAL,
By H. R, BCHNEIDER,

CHEYENKE, Wx0., dpril 21, 191}
Hon.ml;‘}um W. MoNDELL , 2 1

Park Road, Waafningion. D. 0.:

g‘oliowlng telegram reeeived from Colorado striking miners:

Wives and children muordered by ecal-company guards at Ludlow,
Colo. Tent colony burned to ground. Five men, four women, and at
least five children killed.™

In the name of humanity we demand that the Federal Government
protect the miners of Colorado and their wives and children.
JAMES MORGAN
Becretary Wyoming Union Miners.

CAMBRIA, WYO., 4 21, 1914,
Hon. Fraxx W. MoNDELL, - et
Washington, D, O.:

We demand proteetion for the miners, thelr wives, and families in
Colorado, Fourteen miners, women, and children killed by mine guards
at Ludlow, Colo., yesterday,

This by order of Loeal Union No. 2532, United Mine Workers of

America.
. Joax R. JONES,
Pinancial Secrotary.

Hon. F. W. Mox 3 Eigny, Wxo., April 21, 191}

Aember of Congress, Washington, D. C.:

The miners of subdistrict No. 1 of district No. 22 request to
umnr influence to afford protection for the striking miners nngvfheﬁr
1 es in Colorado against the mine guards and té!rod lt?ls:m'.za there.

B0, FRISKBL,
Board Member of Subdisirict No, 1, District 22,

Mr. CRAMTON. AMr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Ar. KINpEL]
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker [applause], I ask unanimous
consent to address the House for five minutes apropos of the
death of these privates,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alahama asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for five minutes after Mr.
Kixper has his five minutes. Is there objeetion?

Mr. CRAMTON., Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
zugjo;? like to include a request for three minutes on a similar

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. HossoN] addressing the House for five minntes
after the gentleman from Colorade [Mr. Kixpes] concludes?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I shall not ob-
ject to these requests, and yet it seems to me in course of time
we ought to reach the regular order of business.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hossox]? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CramTon]? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Colorado is recog-
nized for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado is recognized
for five minutes,

Mr. KINDEL. Mr. Speaker, I am grieved to learn what has
happened in Colorado and fo have to come up here before yon
to launder our linen, so to speak. I have been a resident of the
State of Colorado since 1877. I have been in the manufacturing
business since 1878. I know much of the industrial conditions
prevailing in our State. We brought about woman suffrage in

1883 ; we have aecquired the initiative and referendum and re-

call; we have a Democratic governor, State, city, and county
officers, and we have a Democratic set of Congressmen and
Senators, a Democratic Congress, and a Democratic President.

Mr. MANN. That will soon be over. [Laughter.]

Mr. KINDEL. That will soon be over if we do not improve
conditions.

The question at issue in Colorado is not the question of wage,
because the mine owners are paying higher wages than any-
where east of the one hundred and fifth meridian. There is
only one State—the State of Wyoming—that is paying higher
wages than we are,

Now, I am not here to defend the mine owners, They have
done many things in the past that they should be ashamed of.
But since we have a Democratic governor and have a Demo-
cratic foree in control the question with me is why we do not
make them enforce the law and get things right? Our State
is praetieally bankrupt. And why? TFirst, I contend that the

‘labor condition is one of the serious things, inasmuch as the

labor unions will make you employ a union force, and to-day
if you want to operate a mine you have got fo have every man
join a union, pay $10 initiation and $1 per month at the end
of the month to the treasurer of the union, or you can not
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operate. It is not a question of wage, but a question of
unionism.

I heard the interrogations that were put to Mr. Rockefeller,
jr., the other day before the congressional investigating com-
mittee. I never met him before, but I was much impressed by
what he had to say, namely, that he was for organization of
both employers and employees, but he objected to outsiders—
the Western Federation of Miners—controlling the people work-
ing within his mines.

This killing of men and destruction of property has been
going on for the past six months, and our Colorado governor
has very reluctantly sent the militia down in the sountbern coal
fields of Colorado to restore order. I asked the gentleman from
Illinpis, chairman of the congressional investigating committee
[Mr. Foster], when making his statement a few minutes ago,
how he got his information on the killing of women and children
on Monday last in Colorado, because I had not heard anything
beyond what I saw in the newspapers, of which the following
is an account:

[From the New York Times, Wednesday, Aprll 22, 1914.]

45 DraD, 20 Huer, Bcorg Missi¥a, IN STRIEE WAR—WOMEN AXD CHIL-
DREN RoOASTED IN Pirrs oF TEXT COLONY a8 FLAMES DEsTROY IT—
Hip FroM HaiL oF BuLLErs—MINErs' BTomm oF AMMUNITION AND
DyNaMITR EXPLODED. BCATTERING DEATH AN¥D RUIN—To RESUME
BATILE To-pAY—MEN ¥ROM OTHER UNtON CaMPS JOIN FIGHTERS IN
HiLLs T0 AveENcE THEIR SLAIN—MILITIA TrooP HEMMED IN—
Decisive EXGAGEMENT PLANNED BY THE SOLDIERS, WHO ARE PRE-
PARING A MACHIXE-GUN SORTIE.

TriNtoan, CoLo,, April 21

Forty-five dead, more than two-thirds of them women and children,
a score missing, and more than a score wounded is the result known
to-night of the 14-hour battle which raged with uninterrupted fury
yesterday between State troops and striking coal miners in the Ludlow
gi]a]tricgo 031 the property of the Colorado el & Iron Co., the Bocke-
eller holdings.

The Ludlow camp Is a mass of charred débris, and buried beneath it
is a story of horror nng:;alleled in the history of industrial warfare.
In the holes which had n dug for their protection against the rifles’
fire the women and children died like trapped rats when the flames
swept over them. One pit, uncovered this afternoon, disclosed the
bodirs of 10 children and 2 women. Further loration was forbidden
by the position of the camp, which lies direc between the militia
and the strikers’ positions.

TO RESUME BATTLE AT DAWN.

With arms ready, both sldes after a day of omlnous quiet, now a.wa_l_;

Costa, a unlon leader at Aguilar, who fi v
oﬂ%ertg:lﬂd. SRl 4 perished with his wife and an

nstances ndividual heroism were numerous. James Fyler
financial secretary of the Trinidad loeal unlon and a witness In the
recent congressional investigation, dled with a bullet in his forehead,
as he was attplggg to rescue his wife from the flames.

A Dystander, mo Larsie, 18, son of Louls Larsfe, a Trinidad
brewery worker, was among the first to fall. On his way from Ladlow
to Hastings to visit a frlend he paused to witness the encounter, which
hzd fust started. A bullet struck him in the head.

Lewis Tikas, leader of the Greek colony and ome of the most promi-
nent organizers in the district, was shot as he atfempted to d=e
g'rtmgl of women away from the camp In the direction of an arroyo
which offered shelter. Accord[nﬁ to witnesses of his death, Tikas
threw up his arms to show that he carried no weapons. The troopers
yelled at him to rum, and shot him as he fled,

In an effort to rescue his sister from danger, Frank Snydar, 10 years
old, son of William Snyder, a striker, met ggath In the colony later in
g: !‘:rwmoon. g’hhe ventured t:mtn t‘ii:re‘ pithwbebre the rnmn{, bhad

refuge. e boy jumped out to w her back and a bullet
struck him In the back ol!’ the head, killing him Instantly,
that no more men remained in fhe ecolony, the
militia its fire and went to the work of rescue. Women ram
from the burning tents, some with their clothing afire, earrying their
babies In their arms. Many, in order to save the babies at their
breasts, were forced to abandon their older children to their fate.
Among these was Mrs. Marcelina Pedragon. With her lght skirt
ablaze In several places she carried her yon t child to the open, but
left two others behind. Hope for them has n abandoned.

Trembling, hysterical, some apparently dazed, the women were es-
corted by the troops to the Ludlow, where they were held until this
morning, when a Colorado & Southern train brought them into Trini-
dad. In the haste of departure families became rated. Efforts to
nnltte them by the United Mine Workers in many instances proved in
vain,

The camp was abandoned to Its fate following the arture of th
women, and for hours the lght of the fire litgthe skd;pa bright red?
Bgdllia light the strdl?:rshretmat.‘%% to the %rﬁoyats st‘ugsk of the colony
a o the surrounding hills, e ell a , Just 14 hours
after the fight co Sy, :

DENIES SOLDIERS FIRED THE CAMP.

ﬂnlfnj& Harock denfed to-night that his men had started the con-

ation.

It started spontaneons a ently, from the west end of the
eamtp and :%mgo throngh ]{l':et ‘Eist’:; strgft;res lll;til wil%gre. When

occurred, my men were a a distance a could have had
nogling] whgmtgever to d?b I!iuli'ittyln flt:“th >

e place @ respons or the opening of the engagement upon
the strikers, who, gg sald, fired first upongthe militia encampment
from the hills. This was denied at union headquarters, where l% was
sald the militia opened hostilitles with the machine guns,

ghe first wagonload of five bodles was brought in late this afterncon

the coming of dawn, when, It is predicted, the battle will be r
with greater bloodshed than tha? which has occurred. The militla,
which yesterday drove the strikers from thelr tent colony amd, It is
r_hargedy fired Iyt. involving thereby the greatest loss of lives, are lpre-

ring for a maechine-gun sortle at daybreak from their position along
he IE:;lurndka & Southern Rallroad tracks at each side of the Ludlow
Btatlon.

On the surrounding hills, sheltered by rocks and bowlders, 400
gtrikers await thelr coming, while their ranks are being swelled by
grim-faced men who tram overland in the dark, carrying gums and
ammunition from the neighboring union camps.

Italian, Greek, and Austrian miners have appealed to their consular
representatives for protection, and John MeLennan, president of the
local union dlstrlc::i, wired the Red Cross in Denver to-day to be pre-
pared to render ald.

On the outcome of the engagement to-morrow may depend the fate
of the strike. Both sides face it as a battle to death, with no
thonght of T:arter asked or recelved. At a late hour it was said here
that the battle ecould only be averted by the arrival of overwhelming
reenforcements for the troops of Denver.

No train service through the war zone is permitted. A command of
the troops ls hemmed in on all sides by the strikers’ lines, which ex-
tend back 3 miles. Through this cordon only the dead wagon iz allowed

to pass,

In Trinidad the sltnation ls mo less acute. Men throng the streets
about the union headquarters and demand guns with which to work
vengeance upon the militla, whom they hold responsible for the destruc-
tion of their homes and the death of thelr women and children.

BATTLE OVER 8-MILE AREA.

Thronghout the day yesterday and mtermlttentlz' during the night
the fighting raged over an area of approximately 8 sciuare miles,
bounded on the west by Berwind and Hastings, on the east by Barnes
Station, on the north by the Ludlow tent colony, and on the south by
Rameyville. The battle field was completely Isolated by the cutting of
telegraph and telephone wires,

Within the doomed cnmE last night eeﬂaloslunn of ecartridges which
had Dbeen stored there by the miners added to the horror of the flames
g’htch swept over it amid a hail of lead with which the soldiers raked

e tenta,

An unidentified man drlving a horse attached to a light boegy dashed
from the tents waving a white flag, just after the fire started. When
ordered to halt he opened fire with a revolver and was killed by a re-
turn volley from the militia,

Terrifie b§ the bollets which whistled throogh the blazing canvases
above thelr heads, the women and children n;znpnrently more afraid
of the lead than the flames, remained buddled thelr pits until the
smoke and heat earried death to them.

Some braver than the rest ran Into the open and dashed aimlessly
among the 200 tents, which by that time had become so many torches
glhiﬁh swirled their fire and sparks and lighted the scene with ghastly

rilllancy,
BTORE OF DYNAMITE BLOWS UP.

Two women dashed toward the militia position.

“ Dynamite,”” they screamed.

An instant later the ammunition remaining in the camp exploded,
sending a shower of lead In all directions.

A T-year-old girl dashed from under a blaz tent and heard the
scream of bullets about her ears. Insane from fright, she ran Into a
tent a and fell Into the hole with the remalnder of her famlly to
die with them. The child is sald to have been a daughter of Charles

and a d wagonload Is expected to-night. Among the bodles is that
of Private Martin, of Cnmga.uy A, Oﬂieg?a of the gﬂlttm eh:ﬂrges tha‘::,
though merely wounded In the neck, Martin, who lay where the strikers
ggmq?]e::gy pa.sw:gd byhhilm. was %Ié%t in tfﬁha gide of the head and
e mou a8 he lay woun on the ' Rl b

“Pr!elgigia B e thftuggn'b ta im“n o

rin rror-stricken by reports of the number of women,
children, and noncombatants who lost their 1i
ol ]ﬁtremtl;ftumlw% (R ves in the fight and in

L 0l 8" ohn McLennan, president of D No.

of the United Mine Workers of America,pwho is L?: r:h’g;l:ta?olmﬁ
headquarters, “ They were tm[%sed without a chance of eseape. The
bodies of 2 women and 10 children were seen In one trench, it was
announced at the Ludlow military camp to-night. God only knows
ho;} mst ye%gg!:l be bund&"ch!l 5 %

ore than women an dren refugees from the burned

being cared for in Trinidad. The hall of the 'l‘rm;’dz’u!lll r‘?‘mdglﬂ
sembly has been turned into a temporary dormifory and hospital.
Many are suffering from burns and injuries.” Food and bedding is Eeinz
provided by the union.

TWENTYI-SIX BODIES RECOVERED.

resentnti e i

'ves of the Amerlean RNeéd Cross in Trinidad reported to

Dr. P. Morris, director of the Red Cross, in Denver to-night that

%gdmlo of strikers aiready had been recovered by the Ked Cross at
W

Three hundred strikers fully armed to-nlght marched from Fremont
County tent colonies to Ludlow to ald their fellows in their fight
against the militia, according to a statement given ont at union head-
quarters here. Men of the Leyden colony near Denver are making
ready to Eto Trinidad, it i3 re ed.

B F yle, secretary and rer of District 15, United Mino
Workers of America, sent the following telezram to-day to President
Wilson, Colorado's Senators and Representatives, and members of the
Hr:use committee which investigated the Colorado strike:

‘ Striking miners and families shot and burned to death at Ludlow,
Colo. Mine guards with machine guns riddled tents of striking miuers
and set fire to tent colon}y. Four men, three women and seven children
miurdered. State not only fails to protest, but uses uniforms and am-
munition of the Commonwealth to deatroy the Hves of the workers and
their families. We shall be com[pe!led to call on volunteers in the name
of humanity to defend these helpless persons unless something is done.
Tent colony burned to the ground.”

A message also was sent to John P. White. International president of
the union, asking him to urge President Wilson * to use his power to
protect helpless men, women, and children from being slaughtered in
southern Colorado.”

In addition, messages were sent to 500 editors throughout the coun-
try and to the loeal unions in Colorado.

There will have to be some relief somehow. The people of
Colorado are in an awful strait. The situation not only affects
all the mines but every business of every kind. And on top of
all this we have been cursed with railroad discrimination of
every kind and character as no other State in the Union has
We have had woolen mills, eotton mills, and all other manner of

. mills fall by the wayside, and now dismantled, all because of
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the discriminations in transportation rates and arbitrary and
unjust demands of labor unions. And not only suffered by dis-
erimination by the railroads but by our governmental parcels
post as well. [Laughter.] To-day if you want to ship a 20-
pound package from Washington to Colorado you find that you
ean not do it by parcel post because of the prohibitory rate of
$2.01, as against $1.25 by express. It is a great question to go
into, and I do not want to do so now, in the limited time allotted
me, except to touch on the influences that are hurting my State
and section. The people of Colorado, as a rule, are praying for
peace and a square deal, and if the miners or the labor “skates”
will keep away it will improve matters in Colorado. I under-
stand, by the way, that Mother Jones is going to be here to-
morrow. She is the woman who in open meeting in Denver said
she was going to hang me [laughter] because I, forsooth, had
the courage to say what I thonght of her and her kind. If the
good people of Colorado would but assert themselves, you will
find our State is the equal of any in the Union in the matter of
sunshine, scenery, and resources. What is wanted most is men.
Therefore I conclude with Holland’s famous lines:

God give us men. The time demands
Strong minds, great hearts, true faith, and willing hands;
Men whom the Just of office does not kill;
Men whom the spoils of office ¢an not buy;
#len who possess opinions and a will;
Men who have honor ; men who will not lie;
Men who can stand before a demagogue
And dam his treacherous flatterfes without winking;
Tall men, sun-crowned, who live above the fog
In public duty and in private thinking.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unan-
imous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

" Mr. KINDEL. Mr. Speaker, may I have the same permission?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KinNpEL]
also asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the
Recorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HoBsox]
js recognized for five minutes. [Applause.]

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to add my word
of tribute to the memory of the men, the plain privates, who
fell yesterday—the first bloodshed in this trouble.

I had the honor of serving with the plain private for 18
years. - I remember well how I was first impressed as to the
character and spirit of the plain private. It was on a cruise.
A gale had been blowing for 48 hours and the sen was running
high. The midshipmen on deck were sent over the masthead.
They were all seasick, and it was thought that it would help
them out to give them a little exercise, so the officer of the deck
ordered them over the masthead. He did not think to warn
them not to come down on the lee side, which you should never
do in a gale of wind. You ought to go up on the weather side
and come down on the weather side. But the order was given
for the midshipmen to go over the masthead. They promptly
did so, and half of them had not gotten over the crosstrees
when, as the ship lurched, one of them—a nephew of Admiral
Schley, a classmate of mine—lost his hold and fell. He struck
the topsail yard and went overboard. A heavy sea was run-
ning. Promptly the lifeboat was called away. The crew re-
sponded. They were scarcely half lowered when the sea, which
was running very heavy, threw the boat keel up and down, hurl-
ing the crew into the sea. :

There was but little chance of launching a boat and but little
chance of a boat living in such a sea. DBut the second lifeboat
was called away. I never forgot the prompiness, the agility,
even the light-hearted way in which the second boat crew
manned their boat and put off into the sea to try to save their
comrades, knowing full well how meager were their own chances
of ever getting back.

I have seen seamen, plain seamen, jump overboard to save a
comrade, so many of them that the officer of the deck had to
order that no more should go overboard—a superfluity exposing
their own lives to try to save a comrade.

That was my first introdoetion to the spirit of this plain
private. And remember, gentlemen, they are really nothing but
boys. The average age in the fleet that is off the coast of
Mexico to-day is 21 years.

Perhaps I ought to give another, a personal tribute to this
plain private. A matter came up—a little incident; a little ex-
pedition—in my day. Being a naval constructor, knowing how
to build ships, I naturally knew how to sink ships. The gques-
tion of sinking a ship came up, and naturally I wanted to be
associated with it. Seven men were wanted, and Admiral S8amp-
son issued a call for seven men. The call was issued by signal

from the flagship, and more than a thousand responded.
plause.]

The main trouble I had from that time to the time we started
in was in refusing the appeals of men—some who had been my
old shipmates, pleading with me on personal grounds, others
on other grounds, all begging me to let them go in. Yes, young
Poinsett and his comrades, who so gladly gave up their young
lives yesterday, make me think of those seven men as they lay
with me on the deck as the ship was slowly sinking. Only two
torpedoes went off. We had 10, but the wiring and the batteries
connected with the others had been broken and cut away and
crushed before the time came to fire them. Only two went off. So
we went down slowly right under the muzzles of their cannon.
The original plan was that after firing the torpedoes we would
quickly get away from the ship in the lifeboat and thus try to
escape; but the lifeboat was shot away, and I changed my plan
entirely, but did not explain it to them.

Well do I remember those seven men there. S8hell followed
shell, tearing everything to pieces above us, below us, on hoth
sides of us. My men would say, *“ Now, can we be off?’ I
would say, “No; no man move until further orders.” When
the boiler went up they said, “ Can we go?’ I said, “No man
will move yntil further orders.” At last the ship gave a lurch,
just before she was going down, and heaved as though she wonld
turn over on us, and we heard the gurgling and the rushing
sound of the whirlpool approaching, and they said, *‘ Can we
get off now?’ And I said, *“No; stay with me” And they
stayed with me, gentlemen, every last one of them, and went
down with me, no man knowing whether he would ever come
up again. [Applause.]

Now, I have another little memory—an aftermath thought
that comes up. By 11 o'clock that day we were in the Morro.
All the men were in one cell—seven men in one dark cell. I
knew it was a question of their health, and 1 called upon the
commandant to let one of them come to me for instructions
about taking care of their health. They sent Charette, Affer
he got his instructions he put his heels together and saluted and
said, “ Sir, the men asked me to bring you a message” It
looked as though they were gefting ready to execute us. Every-
thing looked that way. There was that one chance to send me
a message. What do you suppose that message was?

I will not deseribe how we had stayed in the water after we
came up, clinging to the edges of an old raft, with our bodies
submerged, hiding as the Spaniards in launches closed in around
us. My men knew they would kill us if they discovered us.
For hours we remained. Again and again the men wanted to
dive and swim away, each one for himself, but I would not con-
sent, but just fold them to stand by me, and they stayed. Now,
you would think that a man once going through an experience like
that would never want to go into it again. The message they
sent to me was this—I can see Charette, with his heels together,
as he said: “ 8ir, the men asked me fo tell you that they would
go in with you again to-night.” [Applausa.]

Gentlemen, we have just taken great responsibility upon us
here in this Congress. I know the responsibility weighs heavily
upon each one of you; but I want to tell you from my own per-
sonal knowledge that the confidence you have placed in the
plain private, who represents the plain., average American citi-
zen, out there at the front, where the drum is beating, the flag
is flying, and the thunder is ip the air—the confidence, however
great, you have placed in them and in the officers that command
them, will not be misplaced. [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] yield for a question?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. OraM-
TON] is recognized for three minutes.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, on the eve of this great crisis,
and following the eloquent tributes that have been paid here by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr, Hopsox] to the men who must bear
the burden of war, I think it is only right that they should be
followed in the REcorp by a tribute from Edgar A. Guest, Michi-
gan’'s “ Poet of Hentiment,” to another class who must likewise
bear its burdens—the mothers and wives. I read:

MOTHERS . AND WIVES,
[By Edgar A. Guest.]

Mothers and wives, 'tis the call to arms
That the buﬁlnr yonder prepares to sound ;
We stand on the brink of war's alarms,
And your men may lie on a blood-stained ground,
The drums may play and the flags may fly,
And our boys may don the brown and blue,
And the call that summons brave men to die
Is the call for glorious women, too.

[Ap-
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Mothers and wives, if the summons comes,
You, as ever since war has been,

Afust hear with courage the rolling droms
And dry your tears when the flags are seen,

For never has hero fought and died

Who has braver been than the mother who
Buckled his saber at his side

And sent him forward to dare and do.

Mothers and wives, should the call ring out,
It is you must answer your country’s cry;

You must furnish brave hearts and stout
For the firing line where the herces die.

And never a corpse on the field of strife
Should be honored more In his country’s sight
Than the noble mother or noble wife
Who sent him forth in the cause of right.

Mothers and wives, 'tis the call for men
To give their strength and to give their lives;
But well we know such a summons then
Is the call for mothers and loyal wives.

For you must give us the strength we need;
You must give us the boys in bloe;

For never a boy or a man shall bleed
But a mother or wife shall suffer, too,

LAWS RELATING TO THE JUDICIARY. =

The SPEAKER. Thisg is Calendar Wednesday, and the unfin-
ished business is the bill (H. R. 15578) to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judiclary, which the Clerk will
report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. 'The House auntomatically resolves itself into
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Russern] will take the
chair.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole Flouse on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill (H. R. 15578) to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judiciary, with Mr., RusseLy in
the chair.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill and read to
the end of line 15, page 51.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the further first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. BARTLETT. Reserving the right to object for a mo-

- ment, I desire to ask if the further reading of the bill is dis-
pensed with the gentleman from Louisiana intends fo proceed
with general debate, and after general debate is finished to pro-
ceed with the reading of the bill under the five-minute rule for
amendment?

Mr. MANN. If the first reading is dispensed with, I shall
raise the question of consideration in committee. If the bill
should be considered in committee, there would be general de-
bate, and after that the reading of the bill under the five-minute
rule.

_ Mr. BARTLETT. If the committee votes fo consider the bill,
I will ask the gentleman from Louisiana if he proposes to pro-
ceed with the consideration of the bill?

Mr. WATKINS. If the gentleman from Illinois will give his
reasons for not considering the bill, I may be able to answer.

Mr. MANN. I do not expect to give any reasons.

Mp. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as so much of the
bill has been read, would not the easiest way be to proceed
with it?

Mr. MANN. You are no further along after you finish the
first reading than when you began. It has to be read again
for amendment, and following the first reading is general debate.

Mr. MURDQCK. Then it will be read again under the five-
minute rule.

Mr. MANN. Yes: the bill is read the first time for the
information of the committee, and any member of the Com-
mittee of the Whole is within his rights in calling for the first
reading of the bill

Mr. BARTLETT. And any member of the committee is
within the exercise of his rights if he calls for the enforcement
of any rule of the House.

Mr. MANN. Certainly; and I have no ecriticism to make of
the gentleman. I only raised the guestion to see whether the
committee was willing to dispense with the further reading.

Mr. BARTLETT. 1 have no desire for the further continua-
tion of the reading, and especially as it casts a burden upon the
clerks who have to read it. It is an important bill, and I have
never concealed my purpose in calling for the reading. I will
gay that I did not know that this bill was on the calendar
until last Wednesday.

Mr. MANN. It was not on the calendar until Wednesday.

Mr. BARTLETT. I am opposed to some legislation that is
on the calendar for consideration. I did not want to consider
it last Wednesday, and I do not want it considered at all if I
can prevent it. I think I am justified in exercising every rea-

sonable and proper method to defeat it, and withont concur-
rence with the gentleman from Louisiana or without his knowl-
edge or without any knowledge that the bill was on the calen-
dar, I took advantage of the situation. Now, as far as I am
concerned, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to burden the reading
clerks, nor do I wish to take up the attention of the House in
reading the bill, and I have no ghjection.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the
further first reading of the bill?

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, if it is proper for me to
answer the question of the gentleman from Georgia as to
whether or not if the further reading of the bill is dispensed
with we will proceed with its further consideration, I am not
prapared to answer it until I know the reasons that the gentle-
man from Illinois has for the postponement or against the con-
sideration of the bill. I do not know what he is going to offer
against the consideration. If I knew where he places his objec-
tion then I would be prepared to answer the gentleman from
Georgia. Until I know the basis I can not answer the guestion.

The CHAIRMAN., The question is on the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois for nnanimous consent to dispense with the
first reading of the bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the question of considera-
tion of the bill.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the
gentleman from Illinois can not raise the question of considera-
tlon in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia makes the
point of order that the gentleman from Illinois can not raise the
question of consideration in committee. Does the genfleman
from Virginia want to be heard?

Mr, HAY. Mr. Chairman, it is a very plain proposition that
you can not raise it, because the consideration can only be
raised in the House. The House has considered the bill and
gone into Committee of the Whole on it. If you can raise the
question of consideration in Committee of the Whole on a bill
which the House has already agreed to consider, then that gives
the Committee of the Whole greater powers than the House has.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Haxy] is correct on this proposition. As I re-
member, it is claimed that there was a ruling by Speaker
Cannon on the subject, but I have not been able to find it.
The House, Mr. Chairman, can refuse to consider any proposi-
tion before it, even though it be of the highest privilege, like
an election case. But the question of consideration c¢an not be
raised in the House when a motion is made to go into Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of a bill. If the Chair will examine the Manual,
section 763, he will find that it is analogous to the rule I intend
to invoke, where it says, in effect, that when a proposition is
made to go into Committee of the Whole Houge on the state
of the Union and some one raises the question of consideration
on the bill, the rulings have been uniform that that guestion
of consideration can not be entertained for the reason that
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union when voted upon is itself a determination of
the House to consider or not consider the bill. The rulings upon
that question, Mr. Chairman, will be found in volume 5, Hinds’
Precedents, section 4973, 4074, 4975, 4976.

One of the instances I recall was when I raised the question
of consideration upon the banking and currency bill and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dalzell, was in the chair.
He would not entertain the question whether the House swould
consider if, but put the question whether the House would go
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.
His opinion will be found in section 4976 of Hinds' Precedents.
A number of instances will be found, one where Mr. Bland
made a motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union to consider the silver coinage bill, and Mr.
Hendricks, of New York, raised the question of consideration.
Speaker Crisp ruled that the guestion of consideration was not
one to be taken up by the House when it could be solved by the
gimple vote on a motion to go into Committee of the YWhole
House on the state of the Union, because the one dispensed
with the other, and both amounted to the same thing., If the
House votes to go into Committee of the Whole House, that is
a vote to consider the bill. If it votes not to go into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House, it votes not to consider the bill
I take it there can be no guestion about that.

Now, the bill having gotten into Committee of the Whole, the
question of consideration can not be raised in Committee of
the Whole by analogy for the same reason that it counld not be
considered in the Housge upon a motion to go into Committee of
the Whole. Why? The House can refuse to consider the bill
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by simply agreeing to a motion that the committee rise and
report the bill to the House for disposition or, if the bill has
not been completed, that the committee do simply rise. If we
decide that in the affirmative by voting it up, we do not con-
sider the bill any further, except by direction of the House.
If we vote it down, the House then determines to go on and
consider the bill, so that the rules and the precedents upon
the rules are analogous.

But we are here upon a Calendar Wednesday, Mr. Chairman.
Calendar Wednesday was obtained for the special purpose of
considering bills; and because we have bound ourselves to
consider bills on Calendar Wednesday, and because we say that
when a bill is reached which is required to be considered in
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
or in the Committee of the Whole, therefore we have put our-
gelves in the position where we can not raise the question of
consideration., We have done it with our eyes open. Calendar
Wednesday was insisted upon, advocated, clamored for, in order
to dispose of the husiness on the calendar, and because no
other means could be secured, and we hedged it around by
certain restrictions and certain privileges, so as to make it
almost sacred, and I believed it Is called sacred Calendar
Wednesday.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Holy Wednesday.

Mr. BARTLETT, Yes; holy Wednesday. Now, Mr. Chair-
man, the committee can rise if it votes to do so, or if it wishes
to continue the consideration of this bill it ean vote down the
motion that the committee do now rise, and that is a decision
of the question whether the committee will consider the bill
or go further with it. I do not know of any rule or precedent
other than the decision of Speaker Cannon which authorizes
the raising of the question of consideration against a bill in
Committee of the Whole. 3

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit
the Chair to ask him a question?

Mr. BARTLETT. Most assuredly.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman understand that there
is any time at which the question of consideration can be raised
on Calendar Wednesday in a case like this; and if so, when?

Mr. BARTLETT. If that is the rule, we made it; and we
might as well stand by it.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think the question of
consideration ean be raised in the House before the House
automatically goes into the committee?

Mr. BARTLETT. I doubt very much whether it can. I
would not like to give the Chair a definite opinion on that.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair is of the impression that a
majority ought to be able to defermine in some way whether
they will take up a bill or not, either in the House or in com-
mittee.

Mr, BARTLETT. Certainly this House could by a two-thirds
vote dispense with the consideration of thig bill on Calendar
Wednesday, and the rules have provided for dispensing with
Calendar Wednesday. I do not mean that you could dispense
with a particular bill. But I say the House is not powerless
to refuse to consider a bill on Calendar Wednesday. The House,
by the vote prescribed In the rule, a two-thirds vote, can dis-
pense with Calendar Wednesday and so dispense with the con-
gideration of this bill. If this bill is going to take up all day
and the House does not want to consider it, it can, by the
proper vote, dispense with it. So the House has only fixed a
different rule as to how we shall refuse to cénsider bills on
Calendar Wednesday. It has fixed a different majority. If
we are not satisfied with the rule we have adopted in reference
to Calendar Wednesday, let us change the rule. We made the
rule for the purpose of considering bills. So far as I am con-
cerned I do not see any difference between the proposition to
vote down a motion to go into Commitiee of the Whole, which
is a determination of the question of consideration, and voting
in Committee of the Whole that the committee rise and report
progress.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman a ques-
tion there: If the motion is made now that the committee rise
and go back into the House, and that motion is earried, then, as
soon as we go back into the House, are we not in exactly the
same place where we started, and does not the House automati-
cally go back into Committee of the Whole?

Mr. BARTLETT. If that is the rule, I do not undertake to
decide that. That has been the practice. I understand that
what the Chair means is that the House having automatically
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on Calendar
Wednesday, if the motion should be carried that the committee
rise and report to the House that it had come to no resolution
on the bill, then, unless there was some method by which the

bill eould lose its place on the ecalendar, by unanimous consent
or in some other method, the House would auntomatically go
back into Committee of the Whole and continue the considera-
tion of the bill. Suppose that is the condition. We have made it
by this rnle, and it seems better to follow a bad rule than to
make one without anthority of the House. That is my position.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. >

The commitfee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one
of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed, with amend-
ments, bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of
the House of Representatives was requested :

H. R. T138. An act to provide for raising the volunteer forces
of the United States in time of actual or threatened war.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the commitiee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 13453) making appropriations for the support
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915.

The message also announced that the Senate had further in-
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R, 18453) making ap-
propriations for the support of the Army for the figeal year end-
ing Jung 30, 1915, numbered 24, 113, 121, 123, 137, 161, and 164,
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and asked a fur-
ther conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CHAMBERLATN, Mr,
LeA of Tennessee, and Mr. pu PoNT as the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Vice President had ap-
pointed Mr. Pace and Mr. LANE members of the joint select
committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the act
of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 1805,
entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the disposition of
useless papers in the executive departments,” for the disposi-
tion of useless papers in the Department of the Interior.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message, in writing, from the President of the United
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries,

LAWS RELATING TO THE JUDICIARY.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I have a single suggestion
that I want to make to the Chairman before he rules. One week
ago the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ALEXANDER] was in the
chair as Speaker pro tempore, and the point of order was made
against the question of consideration raised on this bill in the
House, and he ruled that the question .of consideration could
not be raised in the House on Calendar Wednesday. Now we
are in Committee of the Whole, and the question of considera-
tion is raised, and the point of order is made against it. I
want to call the attention of the Chairman to the rule of con-
sideration. It is found in Rule XVI, clause 3, and it says:

When any motion or proposition is made the question * Wil the
House now consider it?'" shall not be put unless demanded by a Member,

That is, the question is not “ Will the Commiitee of the
Whole now consider the bill?" but * Will the House now con-
sider the bill?"

I know the embarrassment of the Chair in regard to Calen-
dar Wednesday, and the fact that the House automatically re-
solves itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union would seem to preclude the question of con-
sideration in the House; but the same rule which provides for
Calendar Wednesday provides that a two-thirds majority of
the House may dispense with Calendar Wednesday.

Now, if it is not in order to raise the question of considera-
tion in the House on Calendar Wednesday, how would it be
possible to get a vote of two-thirds of the Members in the House
to dispense with Calendar Wednesday? It seems to me there
must be within the bounds of the Speaker's right to rule power
to give the House opportunity to act in the consideration of all
matters in order on Calendar Wednesday. However, the idea
I want to convey to the Chair is this, that if he follows the rul-
ing of Speaker Cannon that in the Committee of the Whole on
Calendar Wednesday it is possible to raise the gquestion of con-
sideration, we deprive the House of the opportunity to have a
roll call on the question of consideration. We have the oppor-
tunity for a roll call in the House, but not in the committee.
If, then, it is in order to raise the question of consideration in
the House, we can put-the House on record in these matters
If the ruling of the Chair to-day is that of Speaker Cannon,
that the guestion of consideration is in order in the Committee
of the Whole, we ean not have a roll eall, and I think that is of
moment for the Chair to have this in mind before he rules.
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Mr., MANN. Mr, Chairman, the point just made by the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Muroock] that the form of the ques-
tion is, *“ Will the House now consider the bill?" emphasizing the
word “ House.” is not tenable at all, because the rules provide
that the rules of procedure in the House shall be observed in
Committees of the Whole, so far as they may be applicable.
The form being stated, “ Will the House now consider the bill? "
does not make any difference. The question is whether this
rule in reference to consideration is applicable in Committee of
the Whaole.

Let us see what the situation is.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman goes
into that next heading, will he yield?

. Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. MURDOCK. If what the gentleman says is true about
the House and the Committee of the Whole being identical, so
far as the rules are concerned——

Mr. MANN. But I did not say that.

Mr. MURDOCK. Did not the gentleman virtually say that?

Mr. MANXNN. Oh, no.

Mr. MURDOCK. That the rules of the House applied to the
Committee of the Whole? 4

Mr. MANN. 8o far as théy are applicable. We do not have
a roll eall in Committee of the Whole, and we can not have a
motion to recommit in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MURDOCK. And we can not adjourn.

Mr. MIANN. We can not adjourn in Commitiee of the Whole,
There are a number of things that we can not do in Committee
of the Whole; but so far as the form of the guestion is con-
cerned, using the word * House,” that does not, in my judgment,
amount to anything, because if the rule is applicable at all,
it is applicable in Committee of the Whole, and the form
would be, “ Will the committee now consider the bill?”

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly,

Mr. BARTLETT. I am not speaking now with reference
to Calendar Wednesday ; but would not the voting down of the
motion that the committee do now rise be a determination ordi-
narily without reference to Calendar Wednesday that the com-
mittee desived to consider the bill?

Mpr. MANN. Undoubtedly. What is the situation? Ordi-
narily you ean not raise the question of consideration in Com-
mittee of the Whole, either in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union or in Committee of the Whole which
is considering Private Calendar bills. You can not raise it
on the Private Calendar, because a motion is in order to take
up one bill as against another bill, and the committee has con-
trol of the question. If it has more than two bills on the
ealendar, it can take up whichever it desires on motion, and
if it has only one it can rise if it does not want to consider it.
Ordinarily the motion is not applicable in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Unien, because ordinarily you
do not get into that committee at all except by motion, and
the rulings have been practically consistent that having the
right to vote down the motion, if the House votes the motion
through, you can not raise the identical guestion as soon as
you get into the committee, because that would be a waste of
time.

If this bill had been a House bill, called up by the gentle-
man from Louisiana, yon could raise the question of considera-
tion upon it in the House at once. The rules do not contem-
plate that a Union Calendar bill has any greater rights on
Calendar Wednesday than a House bill. Ordinarily on a call of
commiftees you could not consider a Union Calendar bill at all.
This is a Union Calendar bill. Under the old rules it would
not have been taken up on a call of committees, but when
Calendar Wednesday was established there was authority given
on the call of committees, in addition to considering House
bills, to consider Union Calendar bills by merely calling them
up. If it were n House bill, you could raise the question of
consideration and decline to consider the bill, but it is a Union
Calendar bill

When that role was established there was nothing said in
the rule as to whether it required a motion to go into Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union or whether
that would be done by declaration of the Speaker resolving the
House into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union and calling a Chairman to the chair. I shall not
undertake to say which would be the proper procedure. Per-
sonally I was inclined to think, in the first place, that the proper
thing to do was to have a motion to that effect, but such a mo-
tion might be used for filibustering purposes on a roll call, and
the Speaker, Mr. Cannon, held that under the rules the House
would automatically resolve itself into the Committee of the
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Whole House on the state of the Union without a motion.
Yon could not, therefore, defeat a meotion and refuse to go into
Committee of the Whole. The House resolves itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole, This very question, as I reeall it—and I
have not read the proceedings in reference to it, and I do not
speak with accuracy—wvas raised at the time before the Speaker
made his ruling. What would be the effect, if you have an
automatie resolving of the House into Committee of the Whole,
on the guestion of consideration? You can not vote down a
motion, because none is made; and is the House to be left in a
position where it can not refuse to consider a bill? The
Speaker, as I recall, at that time declared that that was some-
thing which could be done in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle-
man? I understood such a decision had been made, but I have
not been able to find it.

Mr. MANN. I know that such a decision was made.

Mr, HAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. HAY. If the Chair should hold that it is in order to
raise the guestion of consideration in the committee, and the
guestion was raised, and the committee refused to consider the
blill. then the only thing for the committee to do would be to
rise.

Mr. MANN. I think so,

Mr. HAY. Suppose the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WaAr-
KiNs], chairman of the Committee on Revision of the Laws,
upon which the call of committees rests, were again to call up
this same bill, how could we prevent the House resolving itself
into the Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of
the same bill?

Mr. MANN.
again.

Mr. HAY. Why not?

Mr, MANN. For the same reason that when the House raises
a question of consideration on a House bill and the House de-
clines to consider it, and the gentleman’s committee still has
the eall, he ean not again call up that bill, -

Mr, HAY. I understand that; but that is in the House and
this is in the committee.

Mr. MANN. That is true.

Mr. HAY. ‘hen we get back into the Flouse the action of
the committee surely will not control the House.

My, MANN. I think it will control the House.

Mr. SHERLEY. That is something I wanted fo suggest to
the gentleman—whether the House would have such knowledge
of the action of the committee as to warrant it in refusing
recognition to a Member to go back into committee for the
consideration of the same bill,

Mr. MANN. T will not undertake to cross that bridge. I do
not undertake to say that the House could not reject the action
of the committee. That is another proposition; but unless the
House rejects the action of the committee by a direct vote in
the House, then I think the House is bound by the action of the
committee.

Mr. SHERLEY. How could the House pass upon it if, under
the rule, you automatically go back into the committee upon
motion being made and if the motion be in order? The trouble
is the House has gotten itself into the condition by a wrong
ruling in the first place, P

Mr. MANN. I think not. If the committee refuses to con-
sider the bill and reports it back to the ITouse, I am not sure a
motion would not be in order then to consider the bill; but in
the absence of such a motion being made in the House and car-
ried in the House, I do not think the same bill could be ealled
up again because the committee has reported to the House that
the committee had declined to consider the bill

Mr, SHERLEY. I think the whole trouble was in ever pro-
ceeding on the theory that a question of consideration could
not be raised before going into the Committee of the Whole
Houge on the state of the Union in the first instance on Calen-
dar Wednesday.

Mr. MANN. But the only way you can do that is by motion,
and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. ALexanper] has ruled on this
bill that you could not raise the question of consideration in the
House. Now, l2t us see where we would leave ourselves. If
you say that you can not raise the question of consideration
in the House, and you can not as long as you have an automatie
resolving of the House into the Committee of the Whole, and if
you add to that that you can not raise the guestion of consid-
eration in the committee——

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman could not raise the question
in the House upon any bill, regardless of Calendar Wednesday,

I do not think he could call up the same bill
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where a motion was made to go into the Committee of the
Whole to consider it, could he?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has stated that, and so have I,
and so has everybody else, I guess. There is no controversy
about that. That has been stated here before. Now, see where
we would leave ourselves. Here is a bill, taking an actual case,
198 pages long, with several hundred amendments to it. Every-
body knows if anyone wanted to filibuster, or particularly if a
minority wanted a filibuster on a bill of this kind, it would be
impossible on Calendar Wednesdays to finish it in months. It
could not be finished at this session of Congress if thig session
should extend to September or October. Now, can it be possible
that it will be held by Members of the House that the committee
shall be left in the position where it must proceed with the con-
sideration of a bill which it does wish to consider, and which a
minority of the House wants to use solely for the purpose, I
will assume—not in this case, but in another case—for the pur-
pose of preventing other bills from coming before the House?
That would be to kill Calendar Wednesday just as dead as
though it were not in existence.

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that any-
body should undertake to delay consideration of this bill as is
being done. If we had gone ahead with a reasonable considera-
tion of the bill on last Calendar Wednesday, and were now at
work under the five-minute rule, as we might be, and as we
ought to be, this bill should be finished within a reasonable
time. This is one of the most important bills that will be
before this House. There are no politics in it of any kind, there
is no reason why anybody should oppose its consideration, and
apparently the only reason that anybody opposes the considera-
tion of this bill at this time is because they do not wish some
other bill to be considered, and the longer we delay in having
these preliminary discussions about consideration and about the
rules the longer it will take to consider thig bill finally. If we:
were at work right now, as we ought to be, under the five-
minute rule, we would soon get through with this bill, notwith-
standing it is 108 pages long, because the probabilities are the
Clerk would read along page after page and there would be but
few amendments,

Mr, MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LLOYD. Yes.

AMr. MANN. Does the gentleman recall the two codification
bills we passed, the criminal code and the judicial title?

Mr. LLOYD. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman reecall how long we were
considering those?

Mr. LLOYD. On those two bills I think we were nearly two
weeks.

Mr. MANN. Nearly two weeks; we were more than two
months, and never finished either one.

Mr. LLOYD. I am not sure about the time, but my recol-
lection is it was not more than two weeks—that is, 12 days.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says 2 weeks and then 12 days.
Two weeks and 12 days are different, but we never finished
either one of them in committee.

Mr. BRYAN. Twelve days of Calendar Wednesdays would be
three months, so it would take all summer.

Mr. LLOYD. This bill can not take that long. There is
nothing in this bill except the judiciary:
Mr. MANN. There was nothing in the eriminal code except

the codification and nothing in the judicial title except——

Mr. LLOYD. Nothing in the criminal code except every-
thing affecting criminality connected with the statutes of the
United States. Here is nothing except the judiciary and its
method of procedure.

Mr. MANN. The judicial title covered that. That was a
codification of the laws we had passed in relation to the
courts. That was one we had up here for weeks and weeks,
and the question of consideration was threatened to be raised
several times. Mr, Moon of Pennsylvania asked and beseeched
each time, hoping that he would get along, but he never finished
the bill in the House—

Mr. LLOYD. The chairman of the committee informs me
we considered the judicial code for four Wednesdays.

Mr. SHERLEY. I think the gentleman is mistaken about

that.

Mr. MANN., We considered it more than any four Wednes-
days.

Mr. SHERLEY. I was a member of the. joint committee

that put both of those laws on the statute books. I have no
objection fo the consideration of this bill, but in my judgment
it is imposgible to ever get a codification bill through if it is
not. considered by the House and Senate practically at the

same time in the two years of a Congress.

That was the history of this House four or five years, and be-
cause it was the history the House and the Senate created a
joint committee that worked together in reporting such bills.
These bills were reported in the House and in the Senate at the
same time, and practically taken up and considered in the
House and the Senate at the same time, g0 as to leave only a
question of conference between the two bodies, because prior to
that we had found that the delay in passing any one of the
bills through one body was so great as to bring it at a time not
only in the life of the session, but in the life of a Congress, as
to make it impracticable to pass it in the other House and put
it on the statute books.

Mr. LLOYD. I do not see as that makes any particular dif-
ference, because you have to take the time to consider it in the
House and in the Senate, and whether they consider it coneur-
rently or not is a different proposition,

Mr. SHERLEY. No; it is not, and for this reason: The
Senate will never get hold of this bill until after it has passed
through the House. Then it is necessary for the Senate Com-
mittee on Revision, if that committee does its work at all well,
to give it days and days of arduous work. I know this, because
I, as a member of the committee, came here to work when Con-
gress was not in session, and to do that work efliciently it
means practically to exclude consideration of everything else by
the man who is working on it. By the time the Judiciary
Committee would be in a position to report the bill the House
has passed, the Congress would be at an end.

Mr. LLOYD. That may be true as to this bill.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman from Kentucky will recall, and
I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lroyp] as well, that
both of the other codifications were passed by passing the Sen-
ate bill under suspensgion of the rules.

Mr, SHERLEY. I think the gentleman is mistanken, because
I went into conference on the penal-code bill, and it beeame a
law——

Mr. MANN. I will tell the gentleman how it happened.
After we had considered this codification bill on Calendar
Wednesday in the Committee of the Whale for a long time, to-
ward the very close of the session the Senate bill came over here
from the Senate. The motion to suspend the rules was made.
I know, because 1 drew the motion to suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill with an amendment striking out all after
the enacting clause and inserting the bill of the House, and
then asked for a conference. That was the way it was passed.

Mr. SHERLEY. My memory is, but I will not be certain
about it, that the penal-code bill was gotten up under a special
order of the House—not on Calendar Wednesday at all—which
made it a standing order, and it was considered from time to
time and got both through the House and through the Senate.
It then went into conference, and I recall there was quite a
conflict as to the conference report, which had been practically
agreed to in conference, when a certain Senator made the state-
ment that he would not permit the bill to come up if one pro-
vision was not eliminated. We afterwards eliminated that pro-
vision in conference and then passed the bill a few hours be-
fore the adjournment of the Congress.

Mr. MANN. It was done by moving to suspend the rules,
take the bill from the Speaker’s table, strike out all after the
enacting clause, and insert the House bill. Then a conference
was asked.

Mr. SHERLEY. I think that was practically after we fin-
ished the House bill.

Mr. MANN. It was before we finished it.

Mr. SHERLEY. But this is the point that I think this com-
mittee ought to understand: It is absolutely impossible, in my
Judgment—and I speak because, perhaps, I have had more ex-
perience than any present Member of this Congress touching
codification—to ever get a bill properly before this House and
then have it properly considered independently in the Senate
and passed.

Now, the gentleman says this bill is a simple codification.
If it is a simple codification, we are wasting our time, because
it deals with a lot of matters that ought to be more than codi-
fied. The judicial code and the penal code were not only a
codification, but were properly made new law,

Mr. LLOYD. There are changes in existing statutes pro-
vided for in this particular bill. I appreciate all that is said
with reference to the difficulty of getting a bill like this
through. I have had considerable experience with revision
myself. A number of years ago we had a revision of the
Alaskan Code. The law used to be that the laws of Oregon
should be the laws of Alaska so far as they were applicable,
and the revision committee—this partiecular committee—under-
took to revise the law and to designate which laws were
applicable and to make such amendments as were necessary
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to make the laws applicable—a very difficult task. Now, the
consideration of that bili took some three weeks in the House.
It included both the ecivil and eriminal statutes.

Mr. MANN. That was all done at night sessions,

Mr. LLOYD. Not all of it. We did both. We had day
gessions as well as night sessions,

Mr, MANN. I think the gentleman was mistaken.

Mr, LLOYD. Hon. Vespasian Warner was chairman of the
committee, and I do not do anybody any harm when 1 say
that he and I were responsible mainly for the work that was
done at that time,

Mr. WATKINS. Mr, Chairman, the House of Representa-
tives and this Committee of the Whole would be placed ina _r{dlcu-
lous light before the country to say that after this bill has
been under consideration in the Committee of the Whole for two
Calendar Wednesdays, and until this late in the day, now we
should not consider it because of the fact that the time when it
shonld have been considered—that is, the question raised—
should have been in the House of Representatives. In other
words, Mr. Chairman, whether we go into consideration of this
bill in the Committee of the Whole to determine that question
in the Committee of the Whole, or whether we determine it in
the House, is already a settled guestion. We are already con-
gidering the bill. We have already used hours and hours in
its consideration. We have not voted on any proposition in the
bill, it is true; but if it were an appropriation bill, which was
large enough to take several hours or days to read, or any other
measure that would take this length of time that has been taken
by this bill, and it shoald be thought that it should be brought
before the House, how would it be an economy of time, as
argued by the geutlemen on the other side, to wait until the bill
has been partially or nearly read in this House? How could
it be an economy of time to stop in the midst of the proceedings
and raise a question as to consideration?

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the Chair?

Mr. WATKINS. Certainly.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the question of
consideration can not be raised until the bill has been read the
first time, or the reading waived.

Mr. WATKINS. Then, if that is the case, Mr. Chairman, the
proper procedure would be that the Committee of the Whole
should not determine the question as to whether we shall con-
sider the bill or not, but is a question that is left to the House,
because the Compmittee of the Whole is under the province,
jurisdiction, and control of the House of Representatives.

It is not a question for the Committee of the Whole to
determine whether or not, on a bill which comes from the House
of Representatives and as to which the House of Representa-
tives has delegated the authority to the committee to proceed
with the bill, to take away from the Hounse of Representatives
the right to control the management and order of its affairs—
to take it out of the House and control it by the committee.

Mr. Chairman, if it is a fact that the Committee of the
Whole could prevent the consideration of a bill, the House of
Representatives would be deprived of the right to say what
should be the course of its proceedings and how the proceedings
in the House of Representatives should be controlled. This is
strictly and purely a question for the House to consider, and
not a question for the committee to consider.

It may be that the proper course to be pursued would be for
this committee to rise for the purpose of submitting this ques-
tion to the House of Representatives. It is not a fact that
every time the committee rises we cense entirely the considera-
tion of a bill which has been before the House. Many times
when the committee rises and makes a report upon the progress
of a mensure before the House it is perfectly proper; but it is
not proper for the House, under the rules, to prevent the sub-
ject from originally being considered. But if it is not possible
to regulate the order of its consideration after the bill is read
by the House, it is certainly the provinee of the House to control
the order of its procedure.

Why, even in any parlinmentary body where we may be pro-
ceeding, and where the rules are not specifieally stated, we are
governed by Jefferson’'s Manual. The rule is provided that in
cases which are not covered specifically by the rules we should
be governed by Jefferson’s Manual. We know that in most
meetings and conventions and assemblies and other bodies
when committees are appointed those committees are expected
to report back their proceedings to the body by which they were
appointed.

The duty of proceeding with the consideration of this bill has
been delegated by the House to the committee, and the only
proper thing under the circumstances would be for the com-
mittee to rise and report to the House the fact that they wers
ready to proceed with the consideration of the bill and ask if

it is the pleasure of the House for the consideration of the bill
to be proceeded with.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman, this is a very interesting
question of order, but it seems to me that there are certain
fundamental prineciples involved that forbid the conclusion that
this motion ean be made in Committee of the Whole. The
rales very distinctly provide that the rules of the House shall
be operative in the Commitfee of the Whole so far as they
may be applicable to the conditions there prevailing. The
extent of their use depends upon the precedents, and the
construction of the Chairman, when dealing with novel situa-
tions.

Why is it that the question of consideration may not be
raised in the House against this particular bill? The answer
given is that the rule forbids it.

In effect this amounts to saying that a rule which forbids
the question of consideration fo be raised in the House operates
to afford this right to a subordinate creation of the House. Such
an Inferpretation presents a rather anomalous situation. We
create a body of rules for the House and provide that these
rules may be used in committee to the extent that they may be
applicable. But this is the first time that the contention has
been distinetly presented that a rule which forbids the exer-
cige of a right to the Members of the House, operates ex necessi-
tate rei to afford that right fo the members of the Committee
of the Whole. It strikes me that this is rather illogieal

The CHMAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle-
man a question, so that he can enlighten the committee. Does
the gentleman from Virginia believe that this question conld
properly have been raised in tlie House before it automatically
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Without going into the reason for the
ruling, or giving my approval to the same, I understand that a
ruling has been made to the effect that this particular bill,
owing to the particular calendar from which it has come, is
automatically taken into the Committee of the Whole, to the
exclusion of a question of consideration in the House. Dut it
does not follow therefore that the question of consideration ean
be raised in the Committee of the YWhole. Merely because the
rule, as interpreted, forbids a Member fo raise the qguestion
of consideration in the House, affords no reason for the con-
clusion or deduction that it thereby affords authority to raise
this question in a subsequent session of this committee. The
right to raise the guestion of consideration is a right under the
rules. Hence it is perfectly competent for the rules to provide
that as to bills coming from a certain calendar the question of
consideration shall not be raised at all, either in the House, or
in the eommittee.

The CHAIRMAN. Then does the gentleman think that, under
the rules as they are, that question can not be raised at all?

Mr. SAUNDERS. That seems fo me to be the logical situa-
tion, having in mind the antecedent ruling with respect to bilis
from the Union Calendar.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to
me before he goes further?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlemnan from Virginia yield
to the gentleman from Kansas?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. MURDOCK. If what the gentleman says is true about
the question of consideration, how would the gentleman from
Virginia—and I have great respect for his parliamentary knowl-
edge—dispense with the Calendar Wednesday? What would be
the proceeding?

Mr. SAUNDERS. By a motion to that effect.

Mr. MURDOCK. That is provided for in the rules of the
House?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. MURDOCK, But it is no more in the rules of the Houge
than is this question of consideration.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly not.

Mr. MURDOCK. Then why does the gentleman contend that
that question can not be raised?

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have stated tbat having in mind an
antecedent decision which stands unreversed it is conceded
that this question could not be raised in the House as to this
bill; but I have stated further that because the rule so inter-
preted, deprives the Members of the House of a right, it does
not follow that the same rule affords this right to the members
of the Committee of the Whole. Hence there is no ground for
believing that this right exists in the Committee of the Whole,
I do not agree with the propriety of the original ruling, but
that decision is not necessarily in issue. Admitting its author-
ity, of the decision, it does not carry with it the conclusion
drawn by the gentleman from Illinois.
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I wish to call the attention of the Chairman to another mat-
ter in this connection, and that is that the House is not help-
less in respect to the consideration of this or any bill. The
same rule that allows the House to dispense with Calendar
Wednesday, may be invoked to dispense with the consideration
of some particular bill on Calendar Wednesday.

The CHAIRMAN. By a two-thirds vote?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes; by a two-thirds vote, so that the
House, and not the Commitiee of the Whole is vested with full
authority to determine whether it will, or will nof, consider
this bill, or any other bill from the Union Calendar. When we
get back into the House under the familiar motion to rise, then
the appropriate motion may be made in this connection by any
Member. If he wishes to displace this bill, he need only make
the motion to dispense with the same, and if the necessary votes
are fortheoming, the bill will be displaced.

This motion will raise the question of consideration and the
mere fact that a two-thirds vote will be required, need not
concern the House, nor the Chair, for we are interpreting, not
making rules. This is merely a question of what the law is;
and if the rule chooses to provide—and it appears to have so
provided, as a result of the decision to which I have referred—
that so far as this particular bill is concerned, the guestion of
consideration must be sustained by a two-thirds vote, we need
not concern ourselves with the conelusion, if it is fairly deduced
from the rule. We are not here to make rules. We are con-
cerned to provide a body of precedents that will make the
rules coherent and effective.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia con-
strue this rule to mean that we could dispense with a single
bill on the calendar?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Undoubtedly. Why not? There is noth-
ing in the rule that militates against that view.

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is as follows:

On Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order except as
provided by paragraph 4 of this rule, unless the House, by a two-
thirds vote, on motion to dispense therewith, shall otherwise determine.

Mr. SAUNDERS. In other words, to dispense with Calendar
Wednesday, or some particular business which at that time is
before the House. Now why is that an unreasonable interpre-
tation?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not certain but that that rule
applies to the entire day.

Mr. SAUNDERS. I admit that it does apply to the entire
day, and if it does apply to the entire day, then in conformity
with a very familiar illustration, what is broad enough to apply
to and include the whole may be construed to apply to some-
thing that is included in and therefore less than the whole.
The business that may be transacted on Calendar Wednesday
is less than the day itself, and if this House is competent to set
aside so solemn a thing as holy Wednesday, by a two-thirds
vote, then it is a simple conclusion, it seems to me, that that
same House is clothed by virtue of that authority with the
power to displace some particular bill business that two-thirds
of the House is indisposed to consider.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Would the gentleman's argument lead to the
conclusion that if Calendar Wednesday was dispensed with to
meet the present case, the pending bill would then take its place
on the calendar on the succeeding Calendar Wednesday?

Mr. SAUNDERS. There has been so much refinement in the
rulings In connection with Calendar Wednesday, that I do not
desire to go a bit further, and undertake to make anticipatory
rulings. I wish to plant myself squarely on solid ground in this
connection, and am trying to point out that as it is admitted
that we can dispense with the whole day by a two-thirds vote,
the same rule which affords this authority will enable us to get
rid of any encumbering legislation that we do not care to con-
sider.

Mr. MADDEN. Would that dispose of the legisiation en-

«tirely for the session of Congress?

Mr. SAUNDERS. We c¢an dispoge of the whole day. There-
fore we can dispose of a fragment of the pusiness, and thereby
reach that business in which the House is mere immediately
interested.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman admits, T think, that on
Calendar Wednesday the question of consideration could be
raised in the House against a bill that is on the House Calendar,

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

The CHATRMAN, And the House by a majority vote could
determine not to consider it.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, even admitting that the gentleman
is right, that you can dispose of a part of the calendar, should

there be any distinction in requiring a two-thirds vote to deter-
mine not to consider a bill on the Union Calendar and a ma-
Jority vote for a bill on the House Calendar?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Well, your honor—and in view of your
title I may very properly address the present Chairman as
“your honor"—in the interpretation of a law it sometimes
becomes necessary to make distinctions that probably were not
in the mind of the lawmakers at the time the law was enacted.
Having found ourselves in this connection unable to raise and
determine the question of consideration by a majority vote,
the rule as interpreted, forbidding it, but still wishing to find
somewhere in the rule the right given to raise the question of
consideration, we find it in the right to dispense with the con-
sideration of any bill from the Union Calendar by a two-thirds
vote. Thus interpreted the rule preserves the right to continue
Calendar Wednesday, and at the same time by a two-thirds
vote reject consideration of an undesirable bill. Thus Calen-
dar Wednesday will be preserved, and business will go forward.
At the same time we will escape the anomalous situation of
depriving the House of the right of consideration, and giving
it to a committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds this reference here:

No preference to bills on the House Calendar over bills on the Unlon
Calendar,

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, if the gentleman is correct in his
reasoning, you could raise the question of consideration and
defeat the consideration of a bill on the House Calendar by a
majority vote.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes

The CHAIRMAN. But you could not defeat the considera-
tion of a bill on the Union Calendar except by a two-thirds vote,
and there would be a diserimination.

Mr. SAUNDERS. But observe that we are driven to that
conclusion by reason of the fact that a distinetion has been
created by the antecedent ruling to which reference has heen
made. It is this ruling that has made the original distinction.
I am not making the distinction. The ruling heretofore made
that the question of consideration can not be raised against
bills coming from the Union Calendar, but that the House must
automatically go into the Committee of the Whole, is the cause
of our present predicament. That decision has made a dis-
tinction between the two classes of bills. One may be voted
down by a majority vote, the other is automatically taken
into the Committee of the Whole. This basic decision compels
the conclusion that the question of consideration may not be
raised at all against bills coming from the Union Calendar,
save by the motion to dispense with the offending bill. I am
not attacking that ruling at present. It is not necessary to do
80; but the decision having made the distinction, I am trying
to go forward in a logical way, to the conclusions that fow
therefrom, and derive the necessary authority from the rule to
preserve some particular Calendar Wednesday, and at the same
time enable the House to displace some objectionable bill.

In this connection I do not think you ought to lose sight of
the fact that the Chair is making another distinction should
it hold that the question of consideration ean be raised in
Committee of the Whole. Such a conclusion is contrary to the
fundamental relationship between the Committee of the Whole,
and the House, the creator, and the thing created. It is in
contravention of the antecedent practice of this House, to clothe
the Committee of the Whole, with any such power. Such a rul-
ing will give the Committee of the Whole, with respect to bills
coming from the Union Calendar, a power which it does not
enjoy with respect to other bills that are committed to its
consideration.

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr, SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. LLOYD. What is the distinetion that the gentleman
makes in the effect that would result? You raise the question
of consideration. You take a vote, and in that way you dis-
pense with the bill if you do not wish to consider it.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. LLOYD. But instead of that you say we may make a
different motion, which would have the same effect. That
motion would be to dispense with the consideration of this par-
ticular bill.

Mr. SAUNDERS. The difference is.that one requires a ma-
jority vote, and the other a two-thirds vote, that is all.

Mr. LLOYD. But the effect of it is exactly the same.

Mr. SAUNDERS. The effect is the same. We all agree to
that. The difference is in the route by which you arrive at
your result.

Mr. LLOYD. What I am getting at is this: If you can not do
the one, how can you do the other?
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Mr. SAUNDERS. There is no difficulty whatever in that
query. The rules expressly provide that you can do the one,
and we are limited as to the other by the effect of the ruling
that I have cited.

Mr. LLOYD. I do not think the rule specifically provides
for it. You may by deduction reach the conclusion, but the rule
itself has no provision.

Mr. SAUNDERS. The gentleman might make that eriticism
with respect to the interpretation of any rule. I say the rule
provides for this motion because in plain language it says that
with respect to business that is before the House it shall be
carried on, unless by a two-thirds vote on a motion to dispense
therewith, the House shall otherwise determine. The rule says
that, and to say that this language applies only to Calendar
Wednesday is giving a narrow and unreasonable effect to the
language used. In other words you claim that these broad
terms, allow us to dispense with the whole day, by a two-thirds
vote but forbid us by a like vote from removing from considera-
tion a single piece of legislation proper to be considered on
that day.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr, FESS. The question of consideration requires a majority
vote?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr, FESS. To dispense with Calendar Wednesday would re-
quire a two-thirds vote, would it not?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Ay, PSS, Then if you can raise the guestion of considera-
tion in Commitiee of the Whole, which T do not think we can,
is not that equivalent to suspending the rules and Ciailendar
Wednesday?

Mr. SAUNDERS. That is the logieal deduction from allow-
ing this question to be raised in the Committee of the Whole,
and therefore the fllustration furnishes an additional reason
why the point of order should be sustained.

‘AMr. FESH. The consideration of the question requnires but
a majority vote in the House, and if it was made in the com-
mittee it should require a two-thirds vote since it works a
change of the runles,

Mr. SAUNDERS. T donot know that I exactly catch the full
meaning of the gentleman’s question.

Mr. FESS. If we could raise the question of consideration
in Committee of the Whole and the committee negatively acted
upon it; it would operate to suspend the rules for Calendar Wed-
nesday which had required the House automatically to go into
Committee of the Whole. Thereby would we not have a rule
for a question of consideration to be determined at one time by
a majority and at another time by two-thirds vote?

Mr. SAUNDERS. I understand the gentleman’s proposition
and will amplify it a littfle. The gentleman contends: that as
the rule provides that this bill shall be automatically consid-
ered in Committee of the Whole, we are considering it in Com-
mittee of the Whole by virtue of the rule. Hence if the Com-
mittee of the Whole is now allowed fo dispense with considera-
tion by a majority vote we are setting aside a rule of the House,
which ig in effect a suspension of the rules, and requires a two-
thirds vote. I think the gentleman’s argnment has force in it
The rule having sent the bill to us for consideration, of course
if we undertake to say by a mere matter of a majority vote
in the commititee that we will not consider this subject matter,
we lhave set aside the operative effect of a rule of the House,
of a tule under which we are acting, and which is therefore the
charter of our authority to act.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes,

Mr. GARNER. Suppose the Chair should hold that a ma-
jority vote of the committee could refuse to consider this bill
and the committee rose and went back into the House. Sup-
pose the Speaker held that it took a two-thirds vote to carry
out the wishes of the committee and failed to get the two-
thirds vote, we would immediately go into Committee of the
Whole and be in the anomalous position of being in committee
and refusing to consider the bill. The result of that would be
that we would go right around in a cirele.

Mr. WATKINS. The Committee of the Whole having been
appeinted by the House to do a certain piece of work, having
objected to that, would not it feel constrained to be governed,
if not by a parliamentary standard, would not they be con-
strained to follow the instructions of the House and pass to
some other legislation?

Mr. SAUNDERS. That was not the gentleman's question.

Mr. GARNER. If the Chair should rule that it only took a
majority in commmittee to refuse to consider the biil and it went
back into the House and it took a two-thirds vote to confirm

the action of the committee, you would have the anomalous
position of a two-thirds vote in the House and only a majority
vote in the committee refusing to go on with the bill. It shows
from a logical standpoint, in my judgment, that the Chair ought
not to hold that the Committee of the Whole can refuse to con-
sider a bill after the House has sent it there.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes,

Mr. FESS. On House bills you go into Committee of the
Whele by motion.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes, by vote-on a motion.

Mr. FESS. A vote to go into Committee of the Whole is a
vote to consider the bill.

Mr. SAUNDERS. That point was presented by the gentle-
man from Georgia, and in my judgment it was well taken.

Mr. FESB. And it requires a majority vote?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. FE88. On bills on the Union Calendar you do not go
into Committee of the Whole by motion?

Mr. BAUNDERS. No, automatically.

Mr. FESS. Therefore if in Committee of the Whole you can
raise the question of consideration where we have gone into
Committee of the Whole automatically to consider a bill, and
you raise the question of consideration and refuse to consider
it, do not you suspend the rules of the House?

Mr. SAUNDERS. That is the same proposition the gentle-
man presented before.

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman means o say, as I under-
stand, that a majority of the Committee of the Whole, where
a quorum is 100, suspends the rules of the House where it takes
a two-thirds vote of the House and where the quorum is 217.

Mr. SAUNDERS. That is the same proposition that the
gentleman presented a few moments ago.

Mr. FESS. One other question and I am done. Do not the
rules of the House applicable to the Committee of the Whole
specify the motions that can be made in Commiitee of the
Whole?

Mr. SAUNDERS. I do not reecall any body of motions that
is provided for in terms. The rules say that the rules of the
House shall be used in the Committee of the Whole so far as
applicable. It is a question of interpretation whether they are
applicable, or not. TFor instance, you can not move in the Com-
mittee of the Whole to lay an appeal from the ruling of the
Chairman on the table. There is-no reason for this, but it is
stated as a general proposition that you can not make the
motion to lay on the table, in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr, FESS. This isa conclusion to which I come, that, unless
speecified either expressly or inferentially, in Committee of the
Whole you can not make use of any motion exeept those that
are clearly necessary for the consideration of the bill.

Mr. BAUNDERS. That is the same thought that T en-
deavored to present in an earlier portion of my remarks,
namely that in determining whether a thing is applicable in
Committee of the Whole, you must take some rule that is
applicable in the House, and then determine whether it is oper-
ative and applicable in the committee. But this rule has been
held to deprive the Members of the House of the right to raise
the question of consideration to this bill, while affording this
right to members of the commiftee. This I say, is an illogical
conclusion.

Mr. FESS. So do L

Mr. ADAMSON. Suppose we follow that through. Those
rules do not clotlie the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union with power to do something which the House
itself can not do under the rules.

Mr. SAUNDERS. That is the very argument I have been
seeking to present, and it is the same thought presented a
moment ago by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FEss].

Mr. HAY. What would be the result if the Chairman holds
this to be in order and the question is taken on the motion to
consider? What is going to prevent the gentleman from Loui-
siana [Mr. Warkins] from calling up this bill and going back
into the Committee of the YWhole when we get back into the
House?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Nothing. When we get back into the
House, we will automatically, unless we get rid of this bill by
a two-thirds vote, go back into the Committee of the Whole,
and then when we get back into tlie Committes of the Whole
the question of consideration will have to be raised again.
Having been originally made in the Committee of the Whole,
it could be renewed in the Committee of the Whole. This
eourse will not be in contravention of any action taken by the
House, The House has not acted. It has merely been notified
by the eommittee that it will not consider the bill. Thereupon
the gentleman from Louisiana can call up the same bill and
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automatically we will go back into Committee of the Whole.
Hence we are in a position that in order to get rid of this bill,
we must make the motion to dispense with the same and sus-
tain that motion by a two-thirds vote. Why take such a view
as this, instead of the more natural view, that consideration
can not be raised in the Committee of the Whole. This does
not tie our hands. We ecan go back into the House, and make
the motion to dispense.

It is suggested to me by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
BartreTrT] that this ruling to which so much reference has been
made has not been produced. I have not undertaken to con-
sider that ruling, or fo argue with respect to its propriety.
While the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia emphasizes
the propriety of sustaining the point of order raised by the gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. HaY] it is not necessary in this con-
nection to address ourselves to that supposed decision. I am
taking it for granted that it existed, but the limiis of the same,
and the extent thereof, and the circumstances under which it
was made, would be very important matter, if it was necessary
to determine whether or not that decision ought to stand. That
inquiry, however, is not necessary in this connection.

Mpr, Chairman, I would have finished my remarks long ago
but for suggestions and inquiries that have been made from the
floor, and which required, and properly so, some discussion and
consideration. I wish to emphasize, in conclusion, the proposi-
tion that when the objection is made that we are creating dis-
tinctions—and that is the only objection that has been made
with respect to the proposition that the motion to dispense
could be applied to this bill—you should bear in mind that the
distinetion has already been created by the ruling that the ques-
tion of consideration ecan not be raised in the House against
bills from the Union Calendar. Now that this distinetion has
been created you should not create a new distinction by confer-
ring upon the members of the Committee of the Whole the right
to raise the guestion of consideration as to bills of this class.
This is at variance with the established practice of the House.
The committee is but an arm of the House, and when we pro-
vide material for its consideration it matters not whether this
is done by virtue of an auntomatic operation of the rules, or by a
vote of the House, it is beyond the authority of the committee
to say that it will not proceed to deal with this material. Such
action on its part, is a contempt of the authority of the body
which ereates it. The thing created, raises its puny arm against
its creator. The point of order of the gentleman from Virginia
should be sustained.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, just one moment. The gentle-
man from Virginia [Mr. SAuxDpERs] raises a new question as to
how far the House by a two-thirds vote can suspend with Cal-
endar Wednesday. He says we can dispense with consideration
of any bill by a two-thirds vote. If that should be the ruling,
I would not say that it were an absurd ruling; but it would
have an absurd effect, because under that provision, if a ma-
jority of the House did not want to consider a bill, it would
still be without power to refuse to do so, and would inevitably
lead to a minority of the House forcing a majority of the House
to waste time on a bill that it had no intention of considering.
The rule is:

On Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order, except as
provided by paragraph 4 of this rule, unless the House by a two-thirds
vote on motion to pense therewith shall otherwise determine.

The term “therewith” applies to something. To what does
it apply? There are two things in this language, to either one
of which the fterm *“therewith” might apply. One is * busi-
ness " and one is paragraph 4 of this rule. The gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Saunspres] contends, in effect, that the term
“ therewith” applies to “ business,” and that the rule would
say:

On Wednesday of each week no business shall be in order unless the
Housge by two-thirds vote on motion to dispense therewith shall other-
wise determine.

But the ruling has always been, and everyone else has under-
stood, that the term * therewith™ applied to the language in
paragraph 4 of this rule as though it read, “and unless the
House by a two-thirds vote dispenses with paragraph 4 of this
rule, the business shall proceed,” and so forth.

Paragraph 4 is the one that provides for Calendar Wednes-
day. On a number of occasions the question has been raised as
to whether the House on Calendar Wednesday, by motion, might
proceed with the consideration of other business temporarily
for an hour or until a certain bill was dispensed with; and,
while I think there has been no ruling on the subject, it has
been stated from the chair, both by the present Speaker and
the former Speaker, that that could not be done—that the
House on Wednesday had the right at any timne when in the
House to dispense with further proceedings under the Calendar

Wednesday rule—that is, paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV—and when
dispensed with that ended Calendar Wednesday for that day.

Now, the gentleman from Virginin [Mr, SAuNDpErs] contends
that the House may have a roll call on each bill that is called
up on Wednesday to see whether or not it would dispense with
these proceedings, and that it takes a two-thirds vote to carry
that. That is not raising the question of consideration, and
there is nothing in the rules to warrant a ruling to the effect
that by a two-thirds vote in the House you can dispense with
any particular bill on Calendar Wednesday. Of course, such
an arbitrary r‘uling might be made. If it shall be made, T am
perfectly willing to bow to it. It would not, however, be
following the rules, it would be an absolutely arbitrary ruling,
and it would not protect the House, and what we are seeking
to do is to have a ruling which gives to the House, resolved
into the Committee of the Whole House, or other way, the
power to say whether it will proceed with the consideration of
a particular bill. There is no other proposition which can be
presented to the House where it has not the power to determine
whether it will proceed. The very language of the rule says
that “any bill or proposition” coming before the House, and,
113 effect, says you can raise the question of consideration.
Now it is urged that the House place itself in a position where
upon a Union Calendar bill it is without power to protect itself
from having its time wasted in the consideration of a bill where
perhaps a majority of the House has already determined that
they will vote against the bill and do not desire to take the
time of weeks or months for the consideration of a bill which
has no chance of being passed by a majority of the House.
That is the reason we have the right to raise the question of
consideration on ordinary bills. A Member has the right to
call up a bill, and if the House should determine it will not
pass the bill, what is the use of wasting time on it? Now, I
do not make these remarks about this bill. I would be willing
now to vote to pass the bill under suspension. I have no
opposition fo the present bill. I do not profess to know just
what is in i, and I never expect to learn just what is in if. I
know two things. I know that it has been considered by the
committee that it will waste the time of Calendar Wednesdays
from now until probably the end of the session, and whether it
passes now or later, it has no more chance of becoming a law
in this Congress than a snowflake has to last forever in the
nether regions.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to state, in the first
place, that he believes that there ought to be some opportunity
at some time for either the House or the committee to deter-
mine the question of consideration of any bill, and by a majority
vote. The Chair has great respect for the opinion of the gentle-
man from Virginia [Mr. SAuNpers], but he can not agree with
him that this rule is intended to enable the House to dispense
with a part of Calendar Wednesday. As the Chair reads the
rule and construes it, he is persuaded to believe that it means
to dispense with the entire business of the day, or none. There
are several reasons; among them there are several decisions of
the Speakers of the House that there shall be no preference
between House bills and Union Calendar bills upon the ealendar
on Wednesday. While it is admitted and has frequently been
ruled that a majority vote on a House Calendar bill will pre-
vent its consideration, and the argument is made which, if
correct, would require a two-thirds vote to dispense with one
that was on the Union Calendar, so there would be a distine-
tion. Now, if this were an original proposition, the Chair is
disposed to believe that he would have held that under Rule I1I
that the consideration could have been raised before the House
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House. The
Chair knows that guestion may be raised where a motion is
made to go into the Committee of the Whole House to consider
a bill. The rule reads this way:

When any motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the
House now consider it? will not be put, unless demanded by a Member,

It says “any motion or proposition.” The Chair is inclined
to believe that this was intended to cover cases of this sort.
When a bill is called it is a proposition, it would seem to the
Chair, to go into the Committee of the Whole to consider the
bill, not a motion, because you automatically go into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House to consider a bill on the calendar, if
on the Union Calendar, as this bill was. If it were an original
proposition, he would feel disposed to hold that at that time
the question of consideration might have been raised in the
House. But the Chair is impressed with the belief that there
ought to be some time when a majority of the House or the
Committee of the Whole House can determine whether or not it
will consider a bill. In view of the ruling of Speaker Cannon
and Speaker pro tempore Mr. ALEXANDER, who, in this very ease,
decided when the motion was made raising the gquestion of con-
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slderation that it could not be ralsed at that time. T think
the onportunity to raise the question should now be permitted.
Speaker Cannon decided that after you go into the Committee
of the Whole House in a matter exactly like this——

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the Chair a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. Suppose it was not Calendar Wednesday
and a motion was made to go into the Committee of the Whole
House on ithe state of the Union to consider an appropriation
bill; conld you raise the gquestion of consideration on that sort
of a proposition?

The CHAIRMAN. A vofe upon the motion would then deter-
mine the question of whether you would consider that bill or
not.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman, I am not undertaking to
argue against the ruling of the Chair, but if the Chair will per-
mit I desire to say, as I understand the Chair, it is that the
fundamental trouble here is an erroneous opinion heretofore
delivered. Now the fact that that opinion was an error in
respect to taking away the rights of the House with respect to
raising the gquestion of consideration can not affect a proper
determination of the balance of the law as it stands. Buf for
that ruling we would not be in this kind of difficulty of inter-
pretation, but now an erroneous ruling ought not fo affect a
proper interpretation of what is left.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not feel disposed to over-
rule the decisions of Speaker Cannon and the decision of the
Acting Speaker, Mr. ALeExANDER, in this very case. Something
has been said about not finding the decision rendered by Mr.
Speaker Cannon, and the parliamentary clerk advises the
Chair that he has not found the actual decision. But there
are a number of references to it that the Chair thinks are just
as forceful. Ilere is a brief statement made in argument by
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] upon that
question to Speaker Cannon while he occupied the chair. Re-
ferring to that decision having been made by him—and certainly
it must have been perfectly understood by the Speaker at that
time that he had made that decision—he said :

Not only that, Mr. Speaker, but early in the operatlon of this day
under the mle. when the Chalir held that a bill on the Union Calendar
did not uire a formal motion to go into Cemmittee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, but the House went automatieally

into the Committee of the Whole House, it was held that after the

House had resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union the question of consideration could be ralsed.

Now, that was an argument made by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] to Speaker Cannon, referring to a
former decision that he had made. 8o the Chair thinks there
is no question but the ruling of Mr. Speaker Cannon was that
way, and certainly Speaker pro tempore ALEXANDER, temporarily
presiding here in this very matter, ruled that the question
could not be raised in the House. The Chair does not feel
disposed, in the brief time that he occupies the chair, to over-
rule these precedents. Therefore, the Chair overrules the point
of order.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illineis makes the
point that there is no quornm. The Chair will count. [After
counting.] One hundred and seven Members are present, a
quorum. The question is, Shall the bill before the House be
now considered?

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Is it not a good plan to observe the form
of the rule there?

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Kansas the ruole
before him? .

Mr. MURDOCEK. T refer te clause 8 of Rule XVI.

Mr, MANN. It is, “ Will the committee now consider?”

Mr. MURDOCK. I think we ought to follow the rule, which
is, “ Shall the House now consider it?”

The CHAIRMAN. It is simply a question of using the word
¥ House " instead of “committee.”

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; that is my proposition,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that all the rules
of the House apply to the Committee of the Whole House
where they are applicable.

Mr. FESS. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.
~ Mr. FESS. Can you now apply subsidiary motions as to
this motion in the Committee of the Whole, such as laying the
matter on the table, and so forth?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides the gquestion of con-
sideration can now be raised,

Mr. FESS. In other words, you are not now, in Committee
of the Whole, on the same basis as you would be on if you
were in the House?

The CHAIRMAN. No. You can not under the rule. As
many as favor the proposition of the consideration of this bill
will say “aye,” and those who are of the contrary opinion will
my i no‘ll

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr, Chairman. First, however,
a parlinmentary inquiry.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Has not that got to be taken by tellers,
under the rule?

Mr. BARTLETT. A parlinmentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it

Mr. BARTLETT. The question, as I understand it, is that
those ;vho are in favor of considering the bill will answer
“ a}.e ”

Mr. MANN. Yes,

Mr. BARTLETT. The guestion was not so put.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I am very sure that the
membership did not understand.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed it does not require
a vote by tellers, Therefore the Chair will state the guestion
again. The question is now whether this bill will be con-
sidered. Those who favor that will vote in the affirmative and
those opposed will vote in the negative.

Mr. BAUNDERS. Has it not, under the rules of the House,
got to be taken by tellers?

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. WATKINS. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 62.

Mr. WATKINS. I ask for fellers, Mr. Chairman.

Tellers were ordered.

Mr, WATKINS and Mr. MANN took their places as tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—
ayes 46, noes 59,

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it, and the committee
refuses to consider the bill

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the ecommittee
do now rise.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, War-
KiNs] moves that the committee do now rise.

The guestion was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. MURDOCK. Let us have a division on that, Mr. Chair-
man.

Mr. MANN. No; let us sit here. There is nothing we
can do. .

The CHAIRMAN. Division is called for.

Mr. MANN. Let them have the responsibility.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

Mr. MURDOCK. That is passed.

Mr. BARTLETT. It is not passed yet. It was voted down.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 3.

So the motion fo rise was agreed te.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, RuUssEgLL, Chairman of the Commitiee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had bnd under consideration the bill H. R. 15578,
and had determined to refuse to further consider the same.

The SPEAKER. The Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union reports that that com-
mittee, having under consideration the bill H. R. 15578, had de-
termined to consider it no further.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, on the call of committees, I
desire to eall up the bill H. R. 15578.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, T make a point of order.
That the Committee of the Whele House on the state of the
Union in consideration of the bill just reported had no an-
thority to refuse to consider the bill, and that the report which
they made is one that the House should not receive.

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, to add to the gayety of the
situation, I move that the House direct the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union to proceed with the con-
sideration of the bill, whatever the number of it is. Let us have
it all decided at once.

Mr. BARTLETT. I raised a peoint of order.

Mr. MANN. I have made a motion. I hope that somebody
will make a point of order on the motion, se that the Chair will
have a chance to rule on it.
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Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I made the point of order in
all seriousness and good faith that the report made by the
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, to the effect that that committee had had under con-
sideration this bill—the number I do not recollect now—and had
directed him to make a report stating that the committee had
decided not to consider the bill—I make a point of order that
that is not a report which the House can receive, because the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had
no power or authority to take any such action—to refuse to con-

" sider the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes the gentleman would state
that point over again.

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. I make the point of order upon
the report made by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, which had under consideration
the bill whose number I have forgotten, but which I will supply,
which the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union was considering, to the effect that that committee had
decided not to consider the bill upon the question of considera-
tion being raised, and that that report is not one such as the
House could recelve, because the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, in the consideration of that bill, had
no authority to consider that question, and its action in that
regard was ultra vires,

Hr, SAUNDERS., Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy
but little of your time, because you were in the Chamber and
lLieard the argument, when this matter was up for consideration
in the Committee of the Whole. I desire, however, to eall your
attention to one proposition in support of the point of order
made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HaY].

If it is considered that the Committee of the Whole had au-
thority to refuse to consider at its last session this particular
bill, and to bring the same back into the House, then we are
confronted with this situation: If you receive that report, then
we are still under the call of committees, and the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr, WATKINsS] can certainly call up the same
bill. We are now not in Committee of the Whole, but in the
House. The action of the Committee of the Whole ean not 1imit
the right of the gentleman from Louisiana, to call up this bill
in the House. When he does this, as he will have the right
to do, then we will antomatieally go back into Committee of the
Whole, and should the committee again refuse to consider the
bill, another motion will bring us back into the House. This
shows what a vicious cir¢le was started, when the ruling was
made that the Committee of the Whole, with reference to this
bill, had the authority to do, what it has undertaken to do.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman
a question. What would be the use of refusing to consider the
bill any further if you immediately went back into the com-
mittee to consider it again?

Mr. SAUNDERS. There would be none, That is the very
argument that I am making, Mr. Speaker. A little section of
the House has undertaken to do something that the House has
not done, and can not do. A section created under the rules
of the House, a committee formed to deal with matters com-
mitted to its consideration, has undertaken to refuse to act
upon a matter solemnly referred to its attention by the auto-
matiec operation of the rules of the House. If has made a re-
port of its refusal to do business, to the House. We are now
dealing with this matter in the House. The House Is cer-
tainly not bound by the refusal of the committee to act upon
material that was referred to its conslderation by virtue of
and pursuant to the rules of this body. The gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. WaTkKiNs] can now call up the same bill. He
has the right to do thig, and the moment that he ealls up this
bill, just as would be the case with respect to any other bill
from the Union Calendar, the rules of the House automatically
operate to carry us back into Committee of the Whole.

The query propounded by the Chair to me very sufficiently
shiows, I think, the sufficiency of the point of order raised by
the gentleman irom Virginia [Mr. Hay], and that is that a
committee can not exercise authority forbidden to the House
of Representatives, und refuse to deal with matter referred to
its disposition, to be elther wvoted up, or down after the con-
sideration provided for by the rules.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. WATKINS. Mr, Speaker, I yielded the floor only to let
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTrLETT] make a point of
order.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Lounisiana [Mr. WATKINS]
is not entitled to the floor any more. He is out of this.
[Laughter.] His committee has already had the call for two
days. He can not call up a bill.

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MURDOCK. What is the exact matter before the House?

The SPEAKER. The exact matter is the point of order made
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, BARTLETT]——

Mr. MANN. And the motion that I made, :

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to
make his motion,

Mr. MURDOCK. The point of ‘order of the gentleman from
Georgia is against what? That is what I would like to know.

The SPEAKER. He raised the point of order that the Com-
mltte? of the Whole was acting ultra vires when it made this
report,

Mr. UNDERWOOD.
to the point of order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle-
man.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it is of the utmost im-
portance that in every parliamentary body there should always
be the opportunity for a majority of the members to determine
in the beginning whether or not they desire to consider or not
consider a plece of legislation. If a majority of this House
has not the opportunity to defermine whether that majority
wishes to consider a piece of legislation, then you would be
in the anomalous condition where some Member of the Honse
could enforce the consideration of a bill or resolution against
the will of the majority and make them wait impatiently until
the time came around when they could vote on its final dis-
position.

Now, no such condition should or could properly exist in a
parliamentary body. Of course, in the House there is always
an opportunity for the House to raise the question of considera-
tion. - On an ordinary bill it is made by a motion; on an appro-
priation bill it has been held that the motion to go into Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union raises the
question of consideration, and therefore it is not necessary to
make the direct motion for consideration. But we have adopted
a rule in reference to Wednesday by which the House auto-
matieally takes a bill and goes into the committee without a
vote. If that rule is lived up to, there is no opportunity in the
House, after the chairman of a committee calls up a bill. for
the House to determine whether or not it desires to consider
the bill before it resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Now, the Commiftee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union is merely a fiction, adopted for convenience to limit
debate in certain ways and to prevent the necessity of numerous
roll calls. That is its purpose; but, as a matter of fact, the
Commiftee of the Whole House on the state of the Union is
the House of Rlepresentatives; and although you can not eall
the roll in the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, the action of that committee voices the sentiment
of the House. I think it is very clear, although there may be
no direct ruling, that the House, either in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole, should properly have the right to
determine whether it will consider a piece of legislation—in
the inception of that legislation, rather than in its final con-
clusion—and that it ought not to be left within the power of
one man to force this House to consider a bill to its final con-
clusion when the sentiment of the House, expressed either in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole, is against it. There-
fore I think the logic of the situation and the logic of the rules
must lead us to the conclusion, first, that this Hounse shall
have an opportunity to express itself; second, that if it has
no opportunity in the House before going into the committee to
express itself, the right to express itself must be given to it
after it arrives in the Committeg of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Now, my friend from Virginia [Mr. Sauxpers] ealls the at-
tention of the Speaker to the fact that possibly after the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had re-
fusged to consider a bill, and it came back into the House, the
chairman of the commiitee having charge of the bill might move
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
on this same bill again, or ask that it automatically resolve
itself into the Commitiee of the Whole. I say that that is no
different from the conditions in the House. If a bill is on the
calendar and I move that it be taken up, or if it comes before
the House in its regular order, to be considered in the House,
and some gentleman on the floor does not desire its consider-
ation, he can raise the guestion of consideration, and if the
House votes it down, it goes back to the ealendar., Now. thers
is nothing to prevent that bill coming up again the first time

Mr. Speaker, I desire to address myself
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that the man in charge of it can bring it up. He may bring
it up in 10 minutes if he gets the opportunity, or he can bring
it up the next week, and again the question of consideration
may be raised. 8o that there is nothing in the rules of the
House that would prevent that. It might be difficult to reach
it again, but there is nothing in these rules that prevents it,
I think the whole thing applies itself to common sense. When
the House had refused by a majority vote to consider a bill,
I do not think any Member on the floor of the House would at-
tempt again immediately to get the bill before the House, to
have it voted down again, and I do not assume that any chair-
man of a committee would do so foolish a thing as again to
ask the House to consider a bill when the House, in the only
legitimate way in which it could express itself, had refused
to consider the bill, unless there was a change of circumstances
and conditions which might warrant him to believe that the
sentiment in the House had changed. Therefore I think, for
the orderly disposition of business, and in order that this House
may have an opportunity at all times to express itself as to
whether or not it proposes to consider a measure in its in-
ception, the correct ruling should be to conform to the ruling
that has just been made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
RusseLn], who occupied the chair in the Committee of the
Whole.

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the Chair will permit me a word, I
wish to point out what I think is a very material flaw in the
gentleman's logic. The gentleman from Alabama has under-
taken to argue that the rule is one way, because in his judg-
ment it ought to be that way. The argument that he offers in
that connection is, as I have suggested, imperfect by reason of
the fact that the position which he takes does not give the
House any opportunity to raise the question of consideration.
He argues that the House ought to have this opportunity; but
according to his own contention the House is never afforded the
opportunity of raising the guestion of consideration. It is
raised in a committee, where a guorum is 100. It is never
raised in the House, where the quorum is a majority of the
elected members of this body.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the genfleman from Virginia will
allow me—— .

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated that I regarded the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union as only a fiction,
only a representative of the House itself.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes, but the gentleman ean not take that
view and maintain it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, yes, I can.

Mr. SAUNDERS. He can not, for the simple reason that we
have created a whole body of parliamentary law applicable in
the House, that does not operate in the Committee of the
Whole. Moreover we have expressly provided that a quorum
of the Committee of the Whole is 100, and not a majority of
the Members of this House. So you can not regard the Com-
mittee of the Whole as being in any real sense the House. It
is an arm of the House. It is not the House, or the eguivalent
of the House.

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield a moment?

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes.

Mr. ADAMSON. I suggest to the gentleman what a ridicu-
lous fix that might get us into. There are 435 Members of the
House; 100 Members make a quorum of the Committee of the
Whole. One hundred Members may have voted down the con-
sideration of a bill, but when it gets back automatically into
the Committee of the Whole again that 100 Members may have
gone to the baseball game, and another hundred Members may
have come in, and they may reverse the action of the first 100.
That may be repeated many times. There may be four full com-
mittees with entirely different personnel, and 35 to spare. That
is not the action of the House at all.

Mr, SAUNDERS. That is logically trne, and that punctures
the suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama. The gentleman
from Alabama is seeking to give the House what he says the
House ought to have, namely the right at some time to raise
the question of consideration, The decision that has been so
often cited holds that this question of consideration can not be
raised in the House. Now the gentleman from Alabama seeks
to give this right to the House by giving it to the committee.
The right of consideration in the committee is an entirely
different proposition from the right of consideration in the
House. Consideration ean be refused in the Committee of the
Whole by 51, a majority of a quorum, when, if the motion was

made in the House, the House might overwhelmingly vote the
other way.

Mr. MURDOCK and Mr. MANN rose.

Mr. SAUNDERS. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Murpock].

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Max~N] in a moment.

Mr. MURDOCK. In addition to what the gentleman says, I
wish he would point out to the Speaker that in Committee of
the Whole there is no record vote, while in the House there is,
which is a material fact.

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. It is not material that the right
of consideration be given to the Committee of the Whole, which
is as I have said, merely an arm of the House. It differs from
any other committee only in the fact that the quorum is larger,
and the powers given broader. It merely considers and reports.
The raison d’etre of a committee is to consider what is sent to it.
As has been heretofore pointed ouf, all the strained construe-
tion that the Chair is asked to place upon our rules, is due to
the effort to maintain a decision that was not originally sound.
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Russerr] frankly said if
he had been in the chair at the time he would have rendered a
different decision. Now because that decision is in the way of
the question of consideration in the House, it does not follow
that other and more violent decisions ought to be rendered.
The law as it is ought to be interpreted. New law ought not
to be made merely to meet a situation created by an erroneous
decision that ought to be overruled.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not see any difficulty about
this situation at all. The rules of a parliamentary body must
be founded on common sense and with a view to the earrying
on of business. I always apply myself, as far as I can in the
consideration of a question, to what is the common-sense propo-
sition involved. It has alrendy been ruled tliat you ecan not
raise the question of consideration on this bill in the House.
It has also been ruled in committee that you can raise it in
committee. I think both of these rulings are correct and must
be sustained by the Speaker. But the action of the committee
is not and never is final. The action of the Committee of the
Whole House is reported to the House itself, and while the
form of the motien is that the House resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole House, and so forth, and it is the House
that is sitting as a Committee of the Whole House, still the
rights in the two bodies are somewhat different, and especially
in the fact that the Committee of the Whole does not entertain
a roll call upon propositions while the roll eall is in order in
the House. . The committee getting the bill reports backs the
bill with recommendations. It agrees to amendments in the
committee and recommends those amendments to the House.
It agrees to a favorable report on the passage of the bill and
recomnmends the passage of the bill in the House; or it may
agree to an adverse report in the committee and recommend
that the bill be laid on the table or that the enacting clause
be stricken out. The committee takes no final action as to
any matter reported back to the House. I think it is perfectly
clear that when the committee has reported back a bill recom-
mending that in committee the committee has decided not to
consider the bill referred to if, that that is subject to the ap-
proval or disapproval of the House, and that it is now in order
for the Speaker to put to the House the question whether the
House agrees to the recommendation of the committee in’
regard to this bill.

The committee has recommended that the bill be not consid-
ered in Committee of the Whole. That is, at the best of it, a
recommendation, and that lets us out of what would be an em-
barrassing position. We can not well sustain ourselves and
say that the House can not control the action of the committee
and direct that a bill be considered in the committee. It
might easily happen that some day the House might resolve it-
self into Committee of the Whole with only a few Members
presenf, go into commitfee with only a few Members present,
possibly Members who had been notified in advance to be pres-
ent for the purpose of voting in the committee not to consider
a bill. The bill might be reported back to the House and the
House agree to the recommendation that the bill be not con-
sidered. If the House disagrees to the recommendation, T
think the logic would be that yeu follow the same policy you
follow when it reports a bill adversely and the House disngrees
to the recommendation—it goes back to the committee, and the
fﬁmglii&tee will resume and proceed with the consideration of

@ .

I think that now the Speaker should put to the House the
question whether the House will agree to the recommendation
of the committee on this bill.

Mr, GARRETT of Texas.

Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. MANN. Yes.
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Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I understand the position of the
gentleman from Illinois to be that it is now in order for the
House to take up the guestion as to whether or not it will eon-
cur in the report of the committee to not further consider the
bill. \

Mr. MANN. T think that is the proper proceeding.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. If the House should vete in favor
of the metion, would not that be equivalent to pestponing the
bill indefinitely?

. Mr. MANN. It would be equivalent to putting the bill on the
calendar, like every other bill, to-be taken up when it is reached
in regular order. It would not make any difference between
this bill and any other bill.

Mr. BARTLETT. M. Speaker, there are precedents where
reports of the Commitiee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union have been resisted upon the ground that it was In excess
of the authority of the committee. I refer the Speaker to the
Manual, section 328:

But 8 committee may not report a recommendation which, if carried
into effect, would change a rule of the House. When a report is ruled
out as an excess of the committee's power the accompanying bill stands
recommitted.

So that, Mr. Speaker, under that authority, which will be
found in the fourth volume of Hinds' Precedents, section 4007,
and on page 121 of the Manual, the Speaker must decide whether
or not the Committee of the Whole, in directing the Chairman
o make that report, will be accepted, or whether the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had the power to
make it. The Chair correctly stated the proposition that the
question is whether or not the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union has aeted ultra vires in reporting that
the bill be not further considered, which contravenes the rules
of the House: The Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union can not authorize a Chairman to report a bill
with a recommendation which is in excess of the powers of
the committee to consider, If the House went into Committee
of the Whole for the purpose of considering certain bills, it conld
not take up other bills and report them. If it went into: Com-
mittee of the Whole for doing certain work and had gone be-
yond that and had done: other work and reported it out, it is
beyond the power of the committee. So the whole question

comes right now for the decision of the Speaker whether or not |

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
exceeded its authority when it entertained a motion not to con-
sider the bill that was pending before it, which had been com-
mitted to it by direction of the House to be considered under
the rales of the House:. The question is whether the Committee
of the Whole, a mere branch: of the House, is greater in: power
than the House itself)

It has been: said, and said@ correctly, that the Housa itself
can: not entertain: a question of consideration when a motion
is made to go into the Commiittee of the Whole, and it is im-
material wheiher that arises on Weinesday or any other day,
the rule is the same; If it rises on any otlier day than Wed-
nesday, yow can not entertain the question of consideration,
because the motien to go intor Committee of the Whole: House
on the state of the Union is a motion to consider: I will refer
the Speaker to the authorities: and precedents which' I ecalled
‘the attention of the Chair to in committee:

The uniform decision is that when a motion is made to go
into Cominittee of tlie Whole House on the state of the Union
to consider a bill that that is equivalent to the question: of
consideration. And before the: establishment of Calendar Wed-
nesiday you could not raise the question of consideration. I
learned: that early in my congressional career, for I raised
that question: myself on a bill on a motion to go into Committee

of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the chair- |

man, Mr, Dalzell, ruled that raising the question of considera-
tion was not allowable.

My. MADDEN. Will' the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. The gentlemnan does not contend that the
Committee: of the Whole House on the state of the Union
would not have power to report a bill for the adoption of the
House or recommend ifs enactment or that it would exceed its
power if it reported against the adoption of a pill?

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not contend that the Committee of
the Whele House on the state of the Union would not have
the power to do anything in recommending the position of a
bill provided it did not violate the rules of the House.

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman admits those two propositions
now whether or not it is equally within the power of the com-
mitiee to report to the House that it thinks it unwise to further
consider a bill.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the committee
has: a right to do that, because the committee ean net consider
the question raised, or have the question of consideration raised
before it. That is the whole argument I have made here.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. FESS. The position of the Chairman in making the
ruling was that the House should have a chance to consider
the gunestion.

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes.

Mr. FESS. And if not given in the House, it ought to be
given in the commitiee. That same position was approved by
the genfleman from Alabama [Mr. UnpERwoop]. This is tlie
question I desire to ask. The question of consideration Is never
raised in order to have a bill considered. It is always raised
by those who do not want to consider the bhill. The question
used to be put in the negative form, objecting to the considera-
tion of the bill. In every single organization the matter will
be considered, unless some one raises the question of considera-
tion: I do not understand the force of such reasoning, that it
must be in the House or it must be in the Committee of the
‘Whole, beeause we have the right to have it considered. It al-
ways will be considered, nnless some one raises the question of
consideration.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr, Speaker, just one word. I intended
to eall the attention of the Chair to a ruling that when the
committee liad exceeded its authority——

The SPEAKER. O, there is no question about that. The
committee can not exceed its authority. The question iswhether
it did or not.

Mr; SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard for a
moement, if the Chair will indulge me.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think the whole trouble is
due to the fact that we are trying to abide by a wrong decigion
made in the House. I appreciate that gentlemen frequently do
not have time to fully examine questions, and with a proper re-
spect for the learning and abllity of the gentleman from Mis-
souri, Mr. ALexANDER, I think his decision was wrong when he
held that you could not in the House on Calendar Wednesday
raise the question of consideration on a bill. A two-thirds vote
to dispense with Calendar Wednesday was fixed in the rule for
the purpose of preventing the crowding in of other business as
against matters that would be reached on that calendar, but it
was not for the purpose of compelling the House always to con-
sider a particular bill on the calendar, and the: common-sense
thing to do would be to let the House determine on Calendar
Wednesday whether it will consider a bill on that ealendar by
raising the question of consideration. To have a Committee of
the Whole, which ig created for the purpese in this instance of
considering a particular bill, determine that it will not do the
very thing that the House has created it to de; is to bring about
@ condition in parliamentary law contrary to:all reasoning. The
House ought to have the opportunity to arrive at its will, and
that opportunity ought to be had by reversing the decision ren-
dered by Speaker pro tempore ArLxanNpeErR that you could not
raise the question of consideration on Calendar Wednesday as
to a bill on the Union Calendar.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man- yield for an observation?

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is in order on Calendar
Wednesday to call up bills from either the House Calendar or
the Union Calendar,

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Wonuld anyone say. if a bill
were called up from the House Calendar, that the question of
consideration could not be raised upon that bill?

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not think one could successfully say
that.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That being true, the only
reason the House goes into the Committee of the Whole House
automatically—and I am making these observations in sus-
taining the idea of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHER-
LEY], and with his indulgence—without a motion is because the
rule says that bills on the Union Calendar shall be considered
in Committee of the Whole. The Speaker has held that the
House resolves itself automatically into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Unlon; that it Is not necessary
to make a motion. If it were necessary to make a motion, of
course, then the guestion of consideration need not be raised,
because that would be determined, ag it is in the case of privi-
leged bills, by the motion to go. into the committee; but inas-
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much as under the rule the House resolves itself automatically
into the committee, it does seem to me that there ought to be
some opportunity at that time for raising the question of
consideration.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, with the indulgence of the
gentleman frem Kentucky [Mr. Smerrey], I should like to ask
the gentleman from Tennessee a question. Does not the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, in making this argument, overlook the
fact that the purpose of the rule in preventing a motion to go
into the Committee of the Whole and requiring the House to
automatically resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union was to prevent the question of
consideration until we arrived in committee?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not think so.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is for no other purpose. The very
purpose was to prevent a roll call at that time.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. In the first place, let me say
to the gentleman that the rule does not say that the House
shall automatically resolve itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union. The rule says that on
Calendar Wednesday only certain business shall be in order,
and then it says that bills may be called up from either the
House Calendar or the Union Calendar and that bills on the
Union Calendar shall be considered in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union. The rule does not
say that the House shall antomatically resolve itself into the
committee, but the Chair in the past has held that inasmuch as
no other business is in order, except the business therein speci-
fied, and inasmuch as the rule provides that business on the
Union Calendar shall be considered in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, that therefore auto-
matically the House should resolve itself into the committee in
order to save the loss of time.

Mr, SHERLEY. Mr, Speaker, it is right there that the vice
of the whole thing lies, and it lies in the assumption that the
only thing that is in order on Calendar Wednesday is a par-
ticular bill, whereas the purpose of Calendar Wednesday was
not to compel the consideration of a particular bill, but to
compel the consideration of that calendar and to prevent the
disregard of that calendar except by a two-thirds vote, and the
House ought to have the right, by raising the guestion of con-
sideration, to determine what bill it desires to call up for
consideration. And to then go to the absurdity, for that is the
way it strikes me, because the ruling was that you could not
have consideration in the House in the first instance, that then
the committee, which is the creature of .the House, created
for the specific purpose of considering a bill, can deny the very
purpose of its creation, is to make the creature greater than the
creator.

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the gentleman will permif, in other
words, it is a question of going back and overruling an improper
decision rather than proceeding to strain the rules further in
order to get a further confusion.

Mr. SHERLEY. In my judgment, what we ought to do is
to hold that the motion raising consideration in the committee
was not in order, and then the committee should rise and should
report the bill, and then the guestion of consideration in the
House on Calendar Wednesday could be raised in accordance
with natural parliamentary law.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee Mr. Speaker, just one further
observation I desire to make in connection with the suggestion
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Max~] and that is
that it would be next in order, and it would be the duty of the
Speaker to put the question to the House whether it would sus-
tain the action of the Committee of the Whole. Now, it is
true that is a course to reach the end, but the gentleman from
Illinois suggested. and we all agree with him, that he desired
and we all desired to follow a common-sense method in reach-
ing results through the rules of the House, but now I submit
to the Speaker that that after all is not a common-sense method.
What have we under that sort of practice? We have a pro-
vision in the House by a ruling of the Speaker pro tempore a
few days ago to be followed that in the House the question of
consideration ean not be raised. Then you go into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House and raise the guestion. Then when
you go back into the House the question indirectly is raised by
the Speaker putting the proposition, Will the House sustain the
action of the Conimittee of the Whole?—so that you go through
two processes of reaching a result which by a simple applica-
tion of common sense should be reached in the first instance on
raising the guestion of consideration when the matter is origi-
nally ecalled up?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, you can not raise the guestion of
consideration in the House on a Union Calendar bill unless you

have a motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House.
That motion was dispensed with because it was thought to be
a time saver. It is not often the guestion of consideration is
raised, and if you had to make a motion to go into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House every time it would make quite a
difference. Now, you can accomplish the whole purpose just as
easily by reporting what the committee has recommended and
submitting it to the House.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr, Speaker, I have not changed the views
which I expressed when we were in the Committee of the
Whole, and I regret very much, indeed, I am not able to agree
with the gentlemen who have submitted the proposition to the
Speaker that the ruling of the Committee of the Whole was
ultra vires. In my opinion, from a hasty and enrsory examina-
tion which I could make of this question, I am not satisfied
that the proceeding was wrong. I am satisfied in the first
place, from the rulings in this House, that the honorable gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Arexanper], who was in the chair,
and ruled as Acting Speaker that the bill was to be referred to
the Committee of the Whole House auntomatically, without any
motion, without any power on the part of the House, acted
exactly in conformity with the rules of the House. After the
bill had gone to the Committee of the Whole, and that commit-
tee being under the supervision of the House, or a creature
of the House, that that committee had the right to submit the
question to the House as to whether or not they should proceed
with the consideration of the bill which was then on the eai-
endar. From my understanding of the rule, all the committee
did was—it simply said that it was authorized, or instructed, or
empowered by the House to proceed with the consideration of
this bill, and, by referring it back, declined to go any further
with it, and therefore referred it back to the authority from
which it received it.

I agree entirely with the gentleman from Illinois, except on
one proposition. He expresses the view that the Speaker should
submit the question to the House as to whether or not the bill
should be proceeded with or considered in the Committee of the
Whole, as indicated by the commitfee—whether the Speaker
should or should not do that on his own part or his own
motion. Under my view of the matter—and let me give that
for what it is worth, not claiming to be a parliamentarian, but
believing the situation is justified, and with due deference to
the suggestion made by the gentleman from Alabama, in which
he seemed to condemn the very course which I am about to
take—it was my infention to make a motion to the effect that
we now go back into the Committee of the Whole for the fur-
ther consideration of this bill that is upon the calendar for the
purpose of getting a vote in the House upon that proposition.
It is a fact that for the present that bill is eliminated from the
Committee of the Whole. The same guestion which would have
arisen when we first began to consider the bill when it was
in the Committee of the Whole does not now arise. Then the
Speaker held that we would automatically go back into the
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the bill
which was being considered by the Committee of the Whole, and
which bill was regularly upon the calendar. Now it is out of
the Committee of the Whole, referred back to the House, and,
with all due deference to the minority leader and the views
expressed by others, for the purpose of having the Speaker -
secure a ruling I shall ask the privilege of moving to go back
into the Committee of the Whole for the further consideration
of the bill for the purpose of letting the House vote upon that
question. i

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule.

Mr. MAPES. May I call the Speaker’s attention to.just one
point which has not been brought out in the discussion thus far?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. MAPES. I hesitate to break in on the discussion of this
point of order, Mr. Speaker, but it seems to me that the rights
of the standing commitfees and the integrity of Calendar Wed-
nesday are so much involved that I wish to call the Speaker's
attention to the rule applying to Calendar Wednesday, which
provides that each committee when named may call up for con-
sideration any bill reported by it on a previous day and on the
House Calendar. I submit the proposition to the Speaker and
ask if it is not the right of the standing committee reporting
thig bill to have it considered under the rules of the House, and,
having that right, is it not the duty of the House to vote it up
or vote it down before they dispose of it? Is not the House
obliged to consider it?

The SPEAKER. I think the gentleman has the ordinary call
of committees and this Calendar Wednesday eall mixed up.
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Mr. MAPES. And in that conmection, {f the Speaker will
bear with me further for a moment, just to make myself clear,
I want to call attention to section 3142 of Hinds' Precedents,
which says:

The right of a committee to report at any time carries with it the
right to have the matter reported msiﬂered{

Section 3145 =ays:

A bill reported by a committee under its right to report at any time
remaing privileged for consideration until disposed of.

I am only reading the headings.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not talking about Calen-
dar Wednesday, or the man who wrote that book was not.

Mr. MAPES. But if the House can prevent the consideration
of any bill reported by a standing committee, does it not de-
stroy the integrity of Calendar Wednesday, and does it not pre-
vent the standing committees of the House from their right to
have a bill considered? As said in Hinds' Precedents, ‘‘ the
right of a committee to report carries with it the right to have
the matter reported considered.”” That is the point which I
desired to call to the Speaker’s attention, because it seemed to
me it should be considered in connection with the point of order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I have a suggestion to make on
this point of order. Paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV, relating to
Calendar Wednesday, says: L

After the unfinished business has been disposed of the B er shall
call each standing committee in regular order and then select commit-

tees, and each committee, when named, may call up for consideration
sny 111'11 {epo.rted by it on a previcus day and on the House Calen-
ar.

The SPEAKER. That does not apply to Calendar Wednesday?

Mr, COOPER. I was reading paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV, and
this paragraph 4 is expressly made to apply to Calendar Wednes-
day by paragraph 7 of the same rule, which paragraph 7 pro-
vides that—

On Wednesday of each week no bosiness shall be in order except as
provided by paragraph 4 of this rule.

Observe that language: “ No business is in order on Wednes-
day except as provided by paragraph 4.”

And paragraph 4, which I have read, provides that a commit-
tee, when reached on the call of commitiees, shall have the right
to call up any bill previously reported by it and on the House
Calendar. And paragraph 7 provides that no business shall be
in order on Wednesday except such bills so reported by and
called up by committees on that day unless the House, by a two-
thirds vote, shall dispense with Calendar Wednesday itself.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it is to be held that the House by a mere
majority vote can refuse consideration when a committee calls
up a bill on Calendar Wednesday, it would be in absolute viola-
tion of paragraphs 4 and 7, for those paragraphs plainly declare
that nothing but bills called up by committees shall be in order
on Calendar Wednesday, unless by a two-thirds vote the House
sghall dispense with Calendar Wednesday itself. This clearly
means that every bill so called up on that day by a committee
shall be considered unless Calendar Wednesday shall be set
aside by a two-thirds vote of the House.

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOPER. Yes.

Mr, MURDOCK. But the other ruling will mean that a
majority of the Committee of the Whole can nullify the rule.

Mr. COOPER. Not at all. The Committee of the Whole can
not do that. Paragraph 4 provides that on Calendar Wednes-
day, when the Speaker calls the roll of committees, any eommit-
tee when reached may call up any bill previously reported by
it and on the House Calendar; and paragraph 7 provides that
on that day no business shall be in order except as provided by
paragraph 4——

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. COOPER. Certainly.

Mr, BARTLETT. I think the gentleman’s position is emi-
nently correct. Under rules adopted for the Committee of the
‘Whole, and which we are now considering, you would not on
Calendar Wednesday permit the House, by a majority vote, to
dispense with the business, but you would permit the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with only a hun-
dred Members, to dispense with all the business?

Mr. COOPER. Yes; but, in my judgment, the Commitiee of
the Whole has no such power.

Mr. POU. And I would like to ask if it does not give the
right to one man to abrogate Calendar Wednesday ?

Mr. BARTLETT. I think so.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman
Coorer] yleld?

Mr. COOPER. Yes. X

Mr. MANN. The rule does not say the House shall consider
the bill. The rule says the committee may call up the bill

from Wisconsin [AMr.

for consideration, but the question of consideration can be
raised on any particular bill, as it is sometimes raised. The
House then can choose to go ahead. Of course, if the House
should refuse to consider any bill on the calendar, why, Calen-
dar Wednesday might run out; but that would be a very
asinine performance.

Mr. COOPER. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois it is
sufficiént to say that the question of eonsideration ean be raised
in the House on any day, except on the eall of committees on
Calendar Wednesday. Calendar Wednesday was made ex-
pressly for the purpose of giving to any committee, when called
by the Speaker, the power to call up any bill which it sees fit
to call up, and paragraph 7 declares that no business shall be
in order on that day except a bill so called up by a committee,
unless the House not by a mere majority shall refuse consid-
eration, but unless the House by a two-thirds vote shall dis-
pense with Calendar Wednesday.

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to a
question?

Mr. COOPER. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me ask the gentleman this
question: Does he think that it is sound parliamentary philos-
ophy that the House or any other legislative body should have
a rule which would so bind it as that a simple committee of that
House could compel it, against the wish of a great majority,
to consider a bill?

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman from Tennessee is too good a
lawyer to put that question. The question is not what the rule
ought to be, but what it is. It would require an amendment of
paragraphs 4 and 7 of Rule XXIV to enable the House to refuse
consideration on Calendar Wednesday. That is the exact point.
The gentleman from Tennessee speaks of a simple committee
compelling consideration of a bill. But it is not a simple com-
mittee which compels consideration of a bill on Calendar Wed-
nesday. It is the rule which compels this, unless Calendar
Wednesday itself is duly dispensed with. That is the precise
rgmx;d why the rule establishing Calendar Wednesday was
adopted.

Paragraph 7 provides that on Wednesday no other business
shall be in order except as provided in paragraph 4; and the
only business provided for in paragraph 4 is bills called up by
committees on the eall of committees. TUnder the rule, there-
fore, it is plain that such bills are the only business in order
on Calendar Wednesday and must be considered unless Cal-
endar Wednesday itself is, by a two-thirds vote, set aside by
the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. There are sev-
eral questions involved in this matter, and the Chair will try
to straighten them all out.

Until the Calendar Wednesday ruole was made it was the
privilege of any Member of the House to raise the question of
consideration on any bill, resolution, or proposition. Speaker
Reed once said that the purpose of all rules was to expedite
business and not retard it. That is the correct light in which
to examine them all.

The House has the right to do as it pleases about any bill,
and should have a chance to express its opinion. If it does not
want to consider it, it has a perfect right to say that it will
not consider it. That is no abridgement of anybody’s priv-
ilege. 1t is fo maintain the integrity of the House. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. SEErLEY] has a very terse and
luminons way of stating things, and on the 14th day of Decem-
ber, 1910, he delivered these remarks:

Mr. Speaker, If the Chalr will permit me, it seems to me that the
surest way to determine every deha?ahle proposition is h; answerm%tha
gives the House the greatest om ? oW,

estion, t ral
e pur of Calen Wednesday was not to guarantee that certain
committees should have certain bills consi but that they should

have an o tunity to
the Housepsplf:uld h{re t
of not—

And so forth. Now, until the Calendar Wednesday rule, as I
gaid, was adopted, you could raise the question of consideration
on any legislntive proposition. Most of the men who have par-
ticipated in this long debate here to-day—and the Speaker re-
mained in the Chamber and heard every word—were here when
this Calendar Wednesday rule was adopted, and we know preé-
cisely why it was adopted. In those same remarks the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Baerrey] stated this:

The abuse that Calendar Wed:msdn{twas meant to cure was the con-
stant feeding into the House of matters that had privilege and pre-
vented the calling of the calendar: but it was not meant, by making a
call of the calendar peremptory on certain days
necessarily to consider matters on the calendar,
House opportunity to consider them.

That is the exact truth about this, and the complaints that
led to the adoption of Calendar Wednesday were precisely what

resent bills that they had reported, and then
right to say whether it would consider them

to compel the House
but simply to give the
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the gentleman from Kentucky says they were—that committees
went to work aud reported bills and never got any chance to
call them up. The call of the committees has been a part of the
House proceedings, I suppose, from the beginning ; anyhow, ante-
dating any of us. But they fell into the habit of crowding
privileged matters in here, sometimes on purpose and sometimes
in the ordinary course of business, so that Members could not get
their bills up at all, and therefore we established Calendar
Wednesday. Nobody has any disposition to overthrow it. I
know that the Chair has none.

The reading of that Calendar Wednesday rule is peculiar. It
provides:

On a call of committees under this rule bills may be called up from
either the House or the Unlon Calendar, excepting bills which are
privileged under the rules.

That last clause was put in there to prevent any of the big
committees having jurisdictidn of appropriations, revenue bills,
and so forth, from crowding in on Calendar Wednesday. They
have to stand aside on Wednesday and let somebody else have
the right of way. - The rule provides further:

But bills called up from the Unlon Calendar shall be considered In
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Now, I differ with these gentlemen and I agree with Speaker
Cannon and the temporary Speaker, Mr. Arexaxper, I do
not believe that any other reasonable construction can be put
upon that clause except that it meant an automatic going into
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union;
and the reason why that was done was to prevent filibuster-
ing on going into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union. I know that that is so, because I was here,
and while I was not on the Committee on IRlules, I participated
in the establishment of that rule.

There must be some place, somewhere—there ought to be, at
least—to raise the question of consideration; and failing to be
able to raise the question of consideration in the House in the
first instance on bills on the Union Calendar on Wednesday, it
ought to be permitted to be raised in committee. As to the sug-
gestion that somebody made—that 51 members in Committee of
the Whole could upset the proceedings—the Chair is inclined to
believe with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] that when
a report like this is brought in it ought to be ratified by the
House.

The Chair does not believe that the committee is acting ultra
vires when it reports to the House that it will not consider this
bill any more on this occasion. The Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union had its origin in England, and
its history, which need not be stated here, is a very interesting
one. It is simply a committee of the House, that is all it is;
just like the Committee on Ways and Means, the Committee on
Appropriations, and so forth, except that 100 Members make a
quorum, and 51 are a majority of a quorum. The Commitiee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union has the right to
make its recommendations to the House. Of course, as the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTiETT] suggested, it might make
some recommendation which was beyond its power. Now, if
anyone does not like this Calendar Wednesday rule, the right
i.hlng to do is to offer an amendment to it. 'That is easy enough

o do.

In the first place, the Chair sustains the ruling of Speaker
Cannon and of temporary Speaker ALExXANDER, and he sustains
the contention that you may raise the guestion of consideration
on Calendar Wednesday—on no other day—in the Commitiee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. On every other
day you have the opportunity to raise it in the firsgt instance
in the House. The motion to go into the committee raises the
question on every other day.

Secondly, the Chair thinks that in this case the motion ought
to be put to the House, which is the greater body and the con-
trolling body, as it takes 217 to make a quornm in the House,
just as the House votes on the recommendation of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union when the
committee reports back a bill with the recommendation that it
lie on the table, or with the recommendation that the bill do
not pass, or with the recommendation that the enacting clause
be stricken out, or that everything after the enacting clause be
stricken out. The committee has the right to report any one of
those recommendations.

Therefore the question is on agreeing to the recommendation
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

Mr., WATKINS. Mr. Speaker \

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. WATKINS. Before that question is put, I would like to
have a quorum here to \ote on it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have the opportunity to
raise that question in a moment.

"Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense——

Mr. MANN. Oh, let us vote on this. We can go into the
gentleman’s matter afterwards.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I will wait.

The SPEAKIER. The question is on agreeing to the recom-
mendation of the Committee of the Whole Honse on the state
of the Union.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
there is no guorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order
that there is no quorum present. Evidently there is no quorum
present. The Doorkeeper will lock the doors, the Sergeant at
Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I ask that the question be
stated again.

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House will
agree to the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union not to consider the bill any
further at this time.

Mr. WATKINS. What does a vote ‘“aye” mean?

The SPEAKER. A vote “aye” means that the House will
not consider it any more on this particular Calendar Wednesday,
and if that motion prevails, the bill goes back to its place on the
calendar. The Clerk will eall the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 167,
answered “ present ” 2, not voting 149, as follows:

YEAS—115.

Anderson Fordney Eettner cott
Austin Foster Kinkaid, Nebr. Beldomrldge
Avis Fowler Kono Shreve
Barton Frear Krelder Sinnott
Beakes French Lafferty Sloan
Bell, Cal, Gardner La Follette Smith, Idaho
Borchers ood Lenroot Smith, J. M. C.
Britten Graham, Fa Lewis, Pa. Smith, Minn.
Browne, Wis, Greene, Mass Lindbérgh Smith, Saml. W,
Browning Greene, Vt, McKenzie Smith, Tex.
Bryan Hamiltun Mich. MecLaughlin Stalford
Burke, 8. Dak, Hamilton, N. Y. MacDonald Steenerson
Butler Hnyden Maddeu Stevens, Minn,
Campbell ly Mapes Sutherland
Cary vering Morgan, Okla. Switzer
Chandler, N. Y. Hincbaugh Morin Talcott, N. Y.
Connelly, Kans. Howell Moss, Ind. Tavenner
Cox Hulings Mott Temple
Cramton Humphrey, Wash. Murdock Thomson, I11
Curr Igoe Murray. Okla. owner
Danforth Jacoway Nolan, J. L Volstead
Davis Johnson, Utah, O'Leary Walters
Dershem Kahn O'Shaunessy Weaver
Dooling Keating Paige, Mass, Willis
Doolittle Kelster Parker Winslow
Bsch Kelley, Mich. Peters, Me. Woodruff
Falconer Kelly, Pa. Rob.rts, Nev. Woods

arr Kennedy. Towa Rogers Young, N. Dak,
Fitzgerald Kennedy, R. 1. Rupley

NAYS—16T.

Abercrombie Deitrick Hnrr!son Rauch .
Adamson Dent ﬂn Ilaylmrn
Allen Dickinson He :
Ansberr, Dies Benrf Bellly, Conn.
Ashbroo Dillon Hensley Rothermel
Aswell Donohoe ouse
Balley Donovan, Helmnﬂ Rubey
Baker Doughton Hughes, Ga. Russell
Baliz Dupré Hull Sabath
Barkle Dyer Johnson, 8, C. Iclg
Bartlett Eagan Kennedy, Conn.  Bhackleford
Beall, Tex. Eagle Key, Ohlo ha.rF

ell, Ga. Edwards Kindel Sherley
Blackmon Estopinal Kinkead, N. J. Sherwood
Booher Evans Kirkpatrick Sims
Bowdle Faison Lazaro Slayden
Hrockson Fergusson Lee, SBmith, N. Y.
Brown, N. Y. Ferris Lieh Stedman
Brown, W. Va. Fess Lloyd Stephens, Misa,
Bruckner Fields Logue Stevens, N. IT.
Brumbaug] FitzHenry Lonergan Stone
Buchanan, I11. Flood, Ya. McAndrews Stringer
Buchanan, Tex. Franeis McClellan Sumners
Bulkley Gallagher MeDermott Talbott, Md.
Byrnes, 8. C. Gallivan McKeliar Taylor, Ark.
Byrus, Tenn. Garner Maguire, Nebr. Taylor, Colo.
Callaway Garrett, Tenn, Mitchell 'I:aylor, N. Y.
Cantrill Guarrett, Tex. Montague Ten Eyck
Caraway George foon Thacher
Carr Gll!ett Moore Thomas
Carter Gittins Murray, Mass. Thompson, Okla,
Casey Glass Neely, W. Va. Townsend
Church Goeke O'Brion Tribble
Clan Goldfogle Oldfield Vaunghan
(‘,Iark. F]a. Gordon Padgett Yollmer
Claypool Gorman Page, N. C. Walker
Cline Gonlden Park TWatkins
Colller Graham, 111 Peters, Mass. Willlams
Conry Gregg Phelan Wingo
Coaper Griflin Pou Withers n
Cullop Hammond Quin Young,
Decker Hardy Itaker
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2,

Gray Mann
NOT VOTING—149.

Adair Falrchild L’Engle Prouty
Aiken Finle Lesher Ragsdale
Alney Floyd, Ark. Lever ainey
Alexander Gard Levy Reilly, Wis.
Anthony LGerry Lewls, Md, Riordan
Barchfeld Gllmore Lindqulst Roherts, Mass,
Barnhart Godwin, N. C. Linthicum Rucker
Bartholdt Goodwin, Ark. Saunders
Bathrick Green, lowa Bells
Dorland Griest McCoy Slsson
Brodbeck Gudger McGillicuddy Slem
Broussard Guernsey MeGuire, Okla. Smal
Burgess Hamlll Mahan Smith, Ma.
Burke, Pa. Hamlin Maher Sparkman
Burke, Wis, Hardwick Manahan Stanley
Burnett Hart Martin Stephens, Cal.
Calder Haugen Merritt Stephens, Nebr.
Candler, Miss, Hawley Metz Stephens, Tex.
Cantor Heflin Miller Stout
Carew Helgesen Mondell Tageart
Carlin Hinds Morgan, La. Taylor, Ala.
Clayton Hobson Morrison Treadway

0f Houston Moss, W. Va Tuttle
Connolly, Iowa Howard Neeley, Kans. Underhill
Copley Hoxworth Nelson Underwood
Covington Hughes, W. Va, Norton Vare
Crisp Humphreys, Miss Ogleshy Wallin
Crosser Johnson, Ky. O'Hair Walsh
Dale Johnson, Wash, Palmer Watson
Davenport ones Patten, N. Y, Webb
Difenderfer Kent Patton, Pa. Whaley
Dixon Kiess, 'a. Payne Whitacre
Doremus Kitchin Peterson White
Driscoll Knowland, J. R. Platt Wilson, Fla.
Drukker Korbly Plumley Wilson, N. Y.
Dunn Langham Porter
Edmonds Langley Post
Elder Lee, Ga. Powers

So the recommendation of the committee was rejected.

The following pairs were announced :

For the session :

Mr. Merz with Mr. WALLIN,

Mr. HopsoN with Mr., FAIRCHILD,

Until further notice:

Mr, Apair with Mr. AINEY.

Mr. ATREN with Mr, BARCHFELD,

. ALEXANDER with Mr. BARTHOLDT.

. BARNHART with Mr. ANTHONY.

. BATHRICK with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania.

. Bureess with Mr. CALDER.

. BurNETT with Mr. CoPLEY.

. CANDLER of Mississippl with Mr. DRUKKER.

. CarLIN with Mr. GrReeN of Iowa.

. CrayToNy with Mr. DUNN.

. CoNNoLLY of Iowa with Mr. GRIEST.

. CovingToN with Mr. HiNDs.

. DavExnrPorT with Mr. Jounsox of Washington.

. DivexpeERFER with Mr. Kiess of Pennsylvania,

. Dixox with Mr. LANGHAM,

. Driscorrn with Mr. LANGLEY.

. FINLEY with Mr. LINDQUIST.

. Gonwin of North Carolina with Mr. MANAHAN.

. HerLix with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma.

. Howarp with Mr. MARTIN, 2

. HumpHREYS of Mississippi with Mr. MERRITT.

. KircHiN with Mr. MILLER.

. LEE of Georgia wih Mr. HAWLEY.

Mr. LEVER with Mr. HAUGEN.

. LintHIicUuM with Mr, Moss of West Virginia.

. McCoy with Mr, MONDELL,

Mr. MorrisoNy with Mr. NELSON.

. NEeLEY of Kansag with Mr. PartoN of Pennsylvania,

. ParMER with Mr. PAYNE.

. PatTex of New York with Mr. PrLATT.

. 818808 with Mr. Roeerts of Massachusetis.

. SmaLy with Mr. SterEENs of California,

. STeEPHENS of Nebraska with Mr. SELys.

. Turree with Mr, PLUMLEY.

Mr. WarsoN with Mr. TREADWAY.

. WEBB with Mr. Proury.

. Wirson of Florida with Mr. Powers.

. Grass with Mr. SrLEmp,

. Houstox with Mr. J. R. KXOWLAXND.

. RaiNey with Mr. PORTER.
Mr. Gupcer with Mr, GUERNSEY.
Mr. Tayror of Alabama with Mr..Huenes of West Virginia.
Mr. Harpwick with Mr., EDWARDS,

~ Mr. QBﬁchmm with Mr. NorToN, commencing April 8, ending
pril 25.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, T voted “aye.” I have a pair with
the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. UxpeErwoop, and I withdraw
my vote and answer *“ present."

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with
further proceedings in order under the rule to-day. -

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York moves to dis-
pense with further proceedings under the rule of Calendar
Wednesday.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The geantleman will state it.

Mr., WATKINS. The House has agreed to proceed with the
consideration of the bill on the calendar, and if the business
to-day is further dispensed with, will that bill be ealled up next
Wednesday? I do not want to lose my place on the calendar,
I want the House to have an opportunity to so further consider
the bill as to retain its place. 3

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, it seems to me that under the cir-
cumstances, as a matter of precedent, we ought to go back into
Commitiee of the Whole on the bill.

Mr. WATKINS. I think it is safer to go back automatically.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to that view of the matter.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if I may make a state-
ment, the purpose of my making the motion was that there is
a message on the Speaker's table from the President of the
United States, asking an immediate appropriation of $500,000
for the purpose of transporting American citizens in Mexico to
their homes.

Mr. WATKINS. My purpose is to have the committee rise
in a few moments. -

Mr, FITZGERALD. I will withdraw my motion to dispense
with further proceedings.

The SPEAKER. The House will resolve itself info Com-
mittee of the Whole House for the further consideration of the
bill H. R. 15578.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. RusseLL in
the chalr.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an
inquiry. I would like to know if we can arrange about the
distribution of time for general debate.

Mr. MANN. We can not arrange for that now.

Mr. MURDOCK. The bill has had its first reading?

Mr. WATKINS. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I have an hour, and
without consuming any time just now I will reserve what time
I am entitled to, and move that the committee do now rise for
the purpose of considering other important legislation.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman can not make that motion,

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman's point?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Louislana moved that the
committee rise for the purpose of considering * other impor-
tant legislation.”

Mr. WATKINS. I simply made that as a statement and not as
a part of my motion. I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The commitfee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. Russerr, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. RR. 15578)
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiclary,
and had come to no resolution thereon.

Mr. PITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with
further business under the Calendar Wednesday rule for to-day.

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof, the motion was agreed to.

RELIEF OF AMERICANS IN MEXICO (H. DOC..NO. 916).

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was ordered
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

To the Senate and Housc of Representatives:

In view of the exigency created by the existing situation in
the Republic of Mexico, I recommend the immediate passage by
the Congress of an act appropriating $500,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, to be placed at the disposal of the
President for the purpose of providing means to bring to their
homes in the United States American citizens now in Mexico.

Woobrow WILSON.

Tae Warte House, April 22, 191}.

DANIEL ALOYSIUS HAGGERTY.

Mr. DEITRICK. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps known to all the
Members of Congress that in the fighting at Vera Cruz, Mexico,
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yesterday 4 United States marines were killed and about 20
wounded.

I am deeply grieved to announce that a young man, Daniel
Aloysius Haggerty, of Cambridge, Mass., my home city, was the
first to give his life in our attempt to compel due and proper
respect for our country’'s flag on the part of the Provisional
President of Mexico and his subordinates.

Mr, Haggerty was a well-trained marine with a splendid record
in the service, which he entered in 1906. He had a high sense
of personal honor and he fully realized the seriousness of the
duties devolving upon a soldier in the defense of his country's
honor. He was selected as one specially fitted for signal duty
and met his death while performing this duty in an extremely
dangerous and exposed position. He had just stepped out upon
the roof of the Terminal Hote!, in Vera Cruz, when a bullet
fired from a machine gun in the hands of the Mexicansg, who
I‘:mie posted on the top of an old lighthouse tower, pierced his

rain.

We might pause and contemplate that his death is another
striking example of the patriotism of the citizens of Massachu-
setts, who are ever willing to make every sacrifice, even to the
giving of their lives, when their country’s honor is at stake.
It was in Massachusetts, at Lexington, only a few miles from
Cambridge, where the first American blood was shed in the
War of the Revolution. On their way there the British troops
marched through Cambridge. Many of them and some Ameri-
cans lost their lives there. It was in Cambridge that Wash-
ington took command of the American Army. From Cambridge
came the first company of volunteers, newly organized, for the
Civil War.

Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania.
yield?

Mr. DEITRICK. Certainly.

Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to
the gentleman that the first defenders came from Pennsylvania.

Mr. DEITRICK. That may be true; but the first volunteer
company came from Cambridge, Mass. The Sixth Massachu-
setts Infantry was unguestionably the first Union volunteer
regiment to reach Washington fully armed and equipped. Cam-
bridge contributed her full quota of men in the Spanish War
and in the Philippine insurrection, and now it is Cambridge
that gives the first life required in the defense of the American
flag in the present difficulty in Mexico.

I hold in my hand a telegram from Mr. Michael Haggerty,
the young man’'s father, and it brings home to me, knowing how
this loss must be felt, as I do, the grim realities of what this
matter means, [Applause.]

RELIEF OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN MEXICO.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H, R. 15906) tﬂ:‘oﬂdtng an appropriation for the relief and trans-
portation of American citizens in Mexico.

Be it enacted, ete., That for the relief of American citizens in Mexico,
including transportation to their homes in the United States, there is
appropriated, out of any money In the Treasury not otherwise a})pro-

riated, the sum of $£500,000, to be expended at the discretion of the

ident.

The SPEAKER. 1 there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

. There was no objection.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this bill conforms to the
request of the President. I do not know that there is anything
further to be said. Everybody understands the situation in
Mexico and the necessity for providing the necessary funds for
the transportation of American citizens.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. FITzGERALD, a motion fo reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

SEAMEN'S BILL.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I may extend my remarks in the Recorp on the seamen’s bill
now pending before the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the sea-
men’s bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MINE STRIKE IN COLORADO,

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp by quoting a telegram I have
just received in respect to the mining trouble in Colorado.

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by prinfing a
telegram he has just received in respect to the mining trouble
in Colorado. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The telegram referred to is as follows:

CoLuMBUS, OHIO, April 22, 1915
FeANKE B. WiLLis,

Houge of Representatives, Washingtion, D, (.

We petition you to use your influence in Congress to
miners and their wives and -children from the onslaught o
lings In Colorado.. We believe that the Huertas should be
of America as well as Mexico.

Respectfully,

rotect the
aid hire-
iven out

Joux Moore,
President Ohio Miners.

G. W. BAvAGE
Secretary-Treasurer Ohio Miners.

Mr. MONDELL., Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
place in the IRlEcorp, in connection with the discussion had this
morning on the very lamentable occurrences at Ludlow, Colo.,
some telegrams which I have received and some remarks rela-
tive to the matter.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing
some telegrams on the Ludlow occurrences and some remarks
in respect thereto. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, are the telegrams very numerous?

Mr. MONDELL. There are three short telegrams.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a telegram sent to
the congressional delegation from the State of Washington with
reference to the Colorado matter and the loss of lives there.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unan-
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing a
telegram about the Colorado mining trouble. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The telegram referred to is as follows:

SearTiE, WASH., April 21, 191}

Congressman J, W. BeYAN, or J. A. FALCONER, or W. L. LA FOLLETTH,
or W. E. HUMPHREY, or ALBERT JoHXNsox, Washingion, D. C.:

We have recelved information from Colorado that the miners' tent
colony at Ludlow has been burned to the ground and five strikin
miners, four women, and &t least five children have been brutally kill

e, the executlve board of District No. 10, United Mine Workers, rep-
resenting the 6,000 mine workers of the State of Washington, register
our indignant protest that a condition can be tolerated in this country
which menaces not only our liberty but our homes and our very lives to
an infinitely greater degree than has been occasioned by the overt action
on the part of the anthorities in Mexico; and we demand for our people
in Colorado at least the same measure of protection that is being so
vigorously demanded in Mexico, believing, as we do, that the Govern-
ment should give its first consideration to that protection of the lives
and liberty of our people that s gunaranteed them In such unmistakable
terms in the Constitution of these United States.

MarTIN J. FLYZIK, President.
Wa. SHORT, Secretary.
dent.,

E. NewsHAM, Viece
Roperr H, HARLIN, -
International Board Member,
GEORGE POINSETT,

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp in reference to
George Poinsett, of Philadelphia, who was killed at Vera Crug,
Mexico, and in respect to similar occurrences in other wars
where citizens of the State of Pennsylvania lost their lives.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. KEELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in the list of the
American dead, as the toll of the first battle against Huerta’s
régime in Mexico yesterday, the name of a Pennsylvania boy
stands at the head. George Poinsett, seaman, who was 20
years of age only a few days ago, was among the first Amer-
ieans to give up their lives in the Battle of Vera Cruz. He was
a Philadelphia boy and had enlisted in 1911, and had been
assigned to the Florida.

The news of this morning’s papers is not surprising to those
who know the annals of Pennsylvania and the patriotic devo-
tion of her citizens in every crisis of American history. Penn-
sylvania blood was the first shed in the strife of the sixties,
When Lincoln had issued his first call for troops, Gov. Curtin
telegraphed the call over the State, and so prompt was the
response that five Pennsylvania companies claimed the prond
badge of “ First Defenders.”” When these troops passed through
Baltimore they were mobbed and the first bloodshed of the
war occurred in the injury of Nick Biddle, a Pennsylvanian,
with those volunteers. It was the day following that a Massa-
chusetts regiment was attacked In the streets of Baltimore.
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Gov. Curtin said in a special message at the close of the war
that * the resources of Pennsylvania, whether men or money,
have neither been withheld nor squandered.” The State fur-
nished 270 regiments and several unattached companies, in all
387.284 men. Every regiment had its battle flag, with its name
and the coat of arms of Pennsylvania. Most of these have been
returned, tattered and torn, and the citizen who wishes to know
something of the spirit of the State in days of storm and stress
need only pay a visit to the State library at Harrisburg, where
the emblems of a State’s patriotism may be seen by all.

The history of Pennsylvania is the history of American
patriotism. There has been a ready response from the Keystone
State to every call of the country in time of need. In the War
of the Revolution its soldiers were in the forefront of every
battle of the eight years' struggle for freedom.

When the War of 1812 broke out Pennsylvania responded
with three times as many troops as were required. It was the
spirit of seventy-six again, and Gov. Snyder in his message to
the general assembly expressed it as follows:

The sword of the Nation, which for 30 years has rusted in its scab-
bard, has been drawn to maintain the independence which it so glori-
ously achieved. In the war of the Republic our fathers went forth, as
it were, with a sling and a stone and smote the enemy. Since that
period our country has been abundantly blessed and her resources
greatly muitiplied.” Millions of her sons have grown to manhood and,
inheriting the principles of their fathers, are determined to preserve
the precious heritage which was purchased by their blood and won by
their valor.

The same spirit was shown by Pennsylvania during the
Mexican War of 1848, The State wag asked for six regiments.
It furnished nine, but they could not all be mustered into sery-
dece. Pennsylvanians distinguished themselves for bravery in
every battle, leading the van at Vera Cruz, Cerra Gordo, and
Mexico City. In the Capitol Park at Harrisburg is a marble
shaft erected by the State in honor of the valor of these Penn-
sylvania soldiers.

When the War with Spain became a fact, Pennsylvania well
lived up to the patriotic record of the past, and more men vol-
unteered in answer to the call of McKinley than were required.

It was a Pennsylvanian, John Peter Muhlenberg, who, when
preaching in Woodstock, Va., one Sunday morning at the out-
break of the Revolutionavy War, tore off his ministerial gown
and displayed the full uniform of an American colonel. He
rend his commission in the Army, and almost every man in his
congregation enlisted under him. A statue in his honor ocecu-
pies one of the places allotted to Pennsylvania in Statuary Hall
of this Capitol.

It was a Pennsylvanian, John Hazelwood, who commanded
the American fleet in the Delaware River and threatened the
defeat of the British early in the Revolutionary War. Lord
Howe promised him a rich reward if he would withdraw his
ships, but his answer wasg: “1 will defend the fleet until the
last man is killed.”

It was a Pennsylvanian, Maj. Miller, who captured a battery
which made the victory of Lundys Lane in the War of 1812 an
accomplished fact. It was a Pennsylvanian, Capt. Dobbins, who
made possible the victory of Lake Erie in that war and the
sending of Commodore Perry's famous message, “ We have met
the enemy and they are ours.”

It was a Pennsylvania, George Meade, who commanded the
TUnion forces at Gettysburg and won the batile which marked
the turning point in that great conflict.

Volumes would not contain the names of the Pennsylvanians
who have lend the way in every crisis time in American his-
tory, offering up their lives and all that life held dear for their
eountry in its time of peril. Impossible to tell of Molly Pitcher,
of Cumberland County, who took her wounded husband’'s place
at the cannon in the Battle of Monmonuth, or Betsy Ross, of
Philadelphia, who made the first starry banner, or Stephen De-
catur, greatest of naval commanders, or Mad Anthony Wayne,
hero of scores of battles. Their places and that of all the others
are secure in American history and their deeds are imperishable.

Now, in this new crisis, when Americans are facing death in
a conflict which may mean a long and bloody war, it is not sur-
prising that a Penunsylvania boy was in the forefront of the
first struggle, and his name heads the list of the first sacrifices.
Pennsylvania has the same devotion to the flag as of old, and
no partisan feeling or difference of opinion as to policy will
weigh for a moment when the honor of the Natien and the
safety of Ameriean citizens are at- stake. President Wilson
need but indicate his desire for the help of Pennsylvanians and
the response will be as prompt and ready as in other days.
There is but one feeling and that a desire to stand- behind him,
as lie represents the Nation and the flag. Now that the die is
cast, Pennsylvania stands at attention and asks the desire of
the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United
States.

CONFERENCE REPORT—ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I eall up the conference report on
the bill ' H. R. 13453, the Army appropriation bill, and ask
unanimous consent that the statement be read in lien of the
report.

The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman from Virginia calls up the
conference report on the Army appropriation bill and asks unani-
mous consent that the statement be read in lien of the report.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The conference report is as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 556).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
twvo Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (IL 2.
13453) making appropriations for the support of the Army for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend fo
thelr respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 5,
13, 14, 20, 28, 29, 30, 31, 64, 65, 66, 00, 103, 105, 107, 108, 143, 144,
145, 153, 154, 155, 157, 158, 162, 163, and 165,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16, 17,
19, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 89, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44,
47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, B3, b4, b5, 56, 57, 58S, 59, 00, 61, 62,
68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, T4, 75, 77, T8, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86,
88, 89, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 90, 100, 101, 102, 104, 106, 110,
111, 112, 114, 115, 118, 117, 118, 119, 120, 122, 125, 126, 128, 120,
130, 132, 138, 135, 136, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 140, 147, 148, 150,
151, 152, 156, and 160, and agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and
agree to the same with an amendment -as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed by said amendment insert * $11,000”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter proposed by said amendment Insert the following:

“ Washington-Alaska military cable and telegraph system :
For defraying the cost of such extensions and betterments of
the Washington-Alaska military cable and telegraph system as
may be approved by the Secretary of War, to be available until
the cloge of the fiscal year 1915, from the receipts of the Wash-
ington-Alaska military cable and telegraph system which have
been covered into the Treasury of the United States, the extent
of such extensions and betterments and the cost thereof to be
reported to Congress by the Secretary of War, $50,000.”

And the Senate agree fo the same.

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27.
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit
the language stricken out by said amendment; in line 9 of
said amendment omit the word * hereafter,” and on page 6,
line 24 of the bill, sirike out the word *‘ hereafter”; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its.
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed by said amendment insert * $950,000"; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter proposed by sald amendment insert the following:
“Additional pay while on foreign service, $9,000 " ; and the Sen-
ate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 of
said amendment strike out the words * twenty per cent” and
insert in lieu thereof “$200 each per annum™; and in line
13 of the same amendment, after the word “may™ and the
conuna, insert the words “in case of vacancy and ™ ; and the Sen-
ate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 76: That the Hounse recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In leu of
the matter proposed by said amendment insert the following:
“Prorided, That hereafter whenever the number of officers
holding permanent appointments in any staff corps or siaff de-
partment of the Army, except the Quartermaster Corps, shall
have been reduced below four and a vacancy shall oecur-in an
office above the grade of colonel in said corps or department, any
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officer of the Army with rank above that of major who shall
have served creditably for not less than four years by detail in
gaid corps or department under the provisions of section 26 of
the act of Congress approved February 2, 1901, shall, in addi-
tion to officers otherwise eligible, be eligible for appointment to
fill said vacancy: Provided furiher, That hereafter whenever the
President shall deem it inadvisable to reappoint, at the end of a
four-year term, any officer who, under the provisions of section
26 of the act approved February 2, 1901, or acts amendatory
thereof, has been appointed for such a term, in any staff corps
or staff department, to an office with rank above that of colonel,
but whose commission in the lower grade held by him in said
staff corps or staff department at the time of his appointment
under said act to an office of higher grade has been vacated, the
President may, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen-
ate, appoint said officer to be an officer of the grade that he
would have held, and to occupy the relative position that he
would have occupied, in said staff corps or staff department if
he had not been appointed to said office with rank above that of
colonel ; and if under the operation of this proviso the number
of officers of any particular grade in any staff corps or staff de-
partment shall at any time exceed the number authorized by
law other than this act, no vacancy occurring in said grade shall
be filled until after the total number of officers therein shall
have been reduced below the number so authorized: And pro-
vided further, That after September 1, 1914, in time of peace,
whenever any officer holding a permanent commission in the
line of the Army, with rank of colonel, lieutenant colonel, or
major, shall not have been actually present for duty for at least
two years of the last preceding six years with a command com-
posed of not less than two troops, batteries, or companies of
that branch of the Army in which he shall hold said commission,
such officer shall not be detached nor permitted to remain de-
tached from such command for duty of any kind except as here-
inafter specifically provided; and all pay and allowances shall
be forfeited by any superior for any period during which, by his
order or his permission, or by reason of his failure or neglect to
issue or cause to be issued the proper order or instructions at
the proper time, any officer shall be detached or permitted to
remain detached in violation of any of the terms of this act;
but nothing in this act shall be held to apply in the case of any
officer for such period as shall be actually necessary for him,
after having been relieved from detached service, to join the
organization or command to which he shall belong in that
branch in which he shall hold a permanent commission; nor
shall anything in this act be held to apply to the detachment or
detail of officers for duty in connection with the construetion of
the Panama Canal until after such canal shall have been for-
mally opened, or in connection with the Alaska Road Commis-
sion or the Alaska Railroad or the Bureau of Insular Affairs:
and nothing in this act shall prevent the redetail of officers
above the grade of major to fill vacancies in the various staff
corps and departments as provided for by section 26 of the act
of Congress approved February 2, 1901: Provided further, That
whenever the service record of any field officer is to be ascer-
tained for the purposes of this act, all duty actually performed
by him during the last preceding six years, in a grade below
that of major, in connection with any statutory organization of
that branch of the Army in which he shall hold a permanent
commission, or as a staff officer of any coast-defense or coast-
artillery district, shall be credited to him as actual presence for
duty with a command composed as hereinbefore prescribed:
And provided further, That temporary duty of any kind here-
after performed with United States troops in the field for a
period or periods the aggregate of which shall not ‘exceed 60
days in any one calendar year, and duty hereafter performed in
command of United States Army mine planter by an officer as-
signed to a company from which this detachment is drawn, and
duty hereafter performed in command of a machine-gun platoon
or a machine-gun unit, by any officer who, before assignment to
such duty, shall have been regularly assigned to, and shall have
entered upon duty with, an organization or a command the de-
tachment of certain officers from which is prohibited by the act
of Congress approved Augost 24, 1912, or by this act, shall, for
the purposes of said acts, hereafter be counted as actual presence
for duty with such organization or command.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amended paragraph insert the following:

“ For expenses of courts-martial, courts of inquiry, military
commissions, and compensation of reporters and witnesses at-
tending the same, and expenses of taking depositions and secur-
ing other evidence for use before the same, $40,000.”

LI—448

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: in lien of the
sum proposed by said amendment insert “ $175,000"; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 109,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike
out the amended paragraphs; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 124,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore
the matter stricken out by said amendment and add the follow-
ing: “or horse races; but nothing in this proviso shall be
held to apply to the officers, enlisted men, and horses of any
troop, battery, or company which shall, by order or permission
of the Secretary of War, and within the limits of the United
States, attend any horse show or any State, county, or municipal
fair,celebration,or exhibition” ; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 127,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter proposed in said amendment insert the following:
“That not exceeding the sum of $6,000 of this appropriation
may be expended, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, for
the construction of a rostrum in the national cemetery in the
Presidio of San Francisco, Cal.: Provided further, That not
exceeding the sum of $60,000 of this appropriation may be ex-
pended, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, for the con-
struetion of a library building for the Army Service Schools at
Fort Leavenworth: And provided further™; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 131,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the sum proposed by said amendment insert “ $485,000";
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 134,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In
lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the fol-
lowing : *“: Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury
are authorized and directed to allow and credit in the accounts
of First Lieut. Robert L. Weeks, United States Army, the sum
of $1,340, disallowed against him on the books of the Treasury,
in accordance with a ruling of the Comptroller of the Treasury,
dated March 14, 1913; and that hereafter any officer of the
Army and member of said Board of Road Commissioners who
is living with his family while gerving as a member of said
board within the limits of the Territory of Alaska, and not
stationed at a military post, shall be entitled to receive a per
diem commutation fixed by the board in lien of ‘actual living
expenses,” a8 now provided by law; and this provision shall em-
brace the time during which any member of said board shall
have failed in the past to receive any allowance for expense
of living by reason of the decision of the Comptroller of the
Treasury above rveferred to, to the effect that said allowance
could not be made to an officer living with his family ”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit
the words inserted by said amendment, and on page 43, line 4,
of the bill strike out the words “and materiels therefor”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senante numbered 159,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the following:
“$450,000: Provided, That existing written agreements involv-
ing the purchase of patented articles, patents for which have
not expired, may be carried out”; and the Senate agree to the
same.

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 24, 113, 121, 123,
137, 161, and 164 the committee of conference have been unable
to agree.

James Hav,
8. H. Dexr, Jr.,
Jurivs KAHN,

Managers on the part of the House.
Geo. E. CHAMBERLAIN,
LUuxe LEa,
H. A. pu PoxT,

Managers on the part of the Senate,
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The Clerk read the statement, as follows:
STATEMENT OF THE MANAGEES ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE.

A statement on the part of the managers of the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 13453) making appropriations for the
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1015:

Senate amendments 6, T, 8, 11, 12, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 32, 33, 34,
85, 36, 37, 39, 47, 48, 49, 50, b1, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 5T, 58, 59, 60,
61, 62, 63, 67, 68, 69, 70, T1, 72, 73, 74, 75, 7S, 1, 80, 81, 82, 83,
84, 85, 86, 89, 01, 92, 94, 95, 98, 97, 99, 100, 101, 102, 104, 106, 112,
114, 116, 137, 118, 119, 122, 125, 126, 128, 132, 155, 136, 138, 142,
146, 150, 151, 152, 156, 160 are amendments changing language
and punctuation which do not involve increases in appropria-
tions, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 1 restores to the bill the $25 per month
compensation to chief elerk of War College, which went out on
a point of order, and the House recedes.

Senate amendments 2, 3, 4, and 5 changed the langoage of the
item for contingencies, military information section, General
Staff Corps, and increased the appropriation by $2,500; the
Senate receded from 2, 3, and 5 and the Honse receded with an
amendment on 4 making the amount $£11.000 instead of $12,500.

Senate amendment 9 inserted the words “ stationery, ice, and
potable water for office use when necessary,” and the House
recedes,

Senate amendment 10 inserted the words “ payment for which
may be made in advance,” referring to professional and tech-
nical newspapers and periodicals, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 13 increased the item for the Signal Serv-
ice of the Army $50,000, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 14 provided that $300,000 instead of
£250,000 be used for purchase of aeroplanes, ete, and the Senate
recedes.

Senate amendment 15 makes immediately available $50,000
for purchase of aeroplanes, ete., and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 16 provides that property returns of the
Signal Corps shall be rendered semianpually or more often, and
the House recedes. -

Senate amendment 17 provides that all moneys arising from
the disposition of Signal Corps supplies and equipment shall
constitute one fund and be available during the fiscal year fol-
lowing for the replacement of supplies and equipment, and the
House recedes.

Senate amendment 18 provides for defraying the cost of the
Washington-Alaska military cable and telegraph system and
appropriates $135,000 therefor, and the House recedes with an
amendment providing for $30,000, the same amount which was
appropriated for this purpose last year.

Senate amendment 19 provides for signaling equipment for
coast-defense posts and appropriates $12,000 therefor, and the
House recedes.

Senate gmendment 20 raises the appropriation for pay of
officers of the line $89,100, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 27 provides for the suspension of a sen-
tence of dishonorable discharge, and that the authorized
strength of the Army shall be exelusive of soldiers under sen-
tence of confinement and dishenorable discharge, and the House
recedes with an amendment striking out the word “ hereafter ”
in Hine 1, page 9, and the same word on line 24 of page 9.

Senate amendment 28 increases the appropriation for Corps
of Engineers by $15,312, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 29 increases the appropriation for the
Ordnance Department by $4536, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 30 increases the number of master signal
electricians by one, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 81 inereases the appropriation £900, and
the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 38 increases the appropriation for the
Hospital Corps by $47,288, and the House recedes with an
amendment redueing the increase by $22,288.

 Senate amendments 40, 41, 42, and 43 relate to the pay of
elerks, messengers, and laborers at headquarters of territorial
departments, districts, ete.,, and, together with Senate nmend-
ment 44, reduce the number and pay of these elerks, ete., and
the House recedes.

Senate amendment 45 provides for additional pay of these
employees while on foreign services £9,000, and the ITouse re-
cedes.

Senate amendment 46 provides that on and after July 1, 1914,
the pay of clerks and messengers at these headquarters, who
are citizens of the United States, shall be increased 20 per cent
while serving in the Philippine Islands, and that Filipino clerks
may be employed at not to exceed $500 per annum, and the
House recedes with an amendment which provides that the

increase shall be $200 ench per annum, and that Filipino elerks
may be employed only in cases of vacancies.

Senate amendments 64 and 65 appropriate a lump sum for
dental surgeons in place of the number provided for in the
House provision, and the Senate recedes.

Sennte amendment 66 appropriates a lump sum for contract
snrgeons in place of the number provided for in the House pro-
vision, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 76 provides for the appointment of heads
of staff corps and departments and enlarges the power of the
President, giving him a wider field for selection; this amend-
ment also provides for a change in what is known as the de-
tached service or manehu !aw, and the House recedes with an
amendment which provides when the number of officers holding
permaunent appointments in any staff corps or department of the
Army shail have been rednced below four, and a vacancy oc-
eurs in the office in the corps above that of colonel, any officer
of the Army with rank above that of major who shall have
served creditably for not less than four years by detail in said
eorps under the previsions of the act of February 2, 1901, shall
be eligible for appointment to fill such vacancy; and with re-
gard to the provisions of said amendment dealing with de-
tached service it is provided that the detached-service law of
1912 be extended to field officers.

Senate amendment 77 strikes out the provision in the bill pro-
viding that hereafter any retired officer of the Army shall not
receive any part of the appropriation for retired officers who
ghall act as agent or employee of any firm, company, corpora-
tion, or individoal engaged in manufacturing for or selling to
the Government any article or articles either directly or indi-
rectly, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 87 inserts the words “and expenses of
taking depositions and securing other evidenece for use before”
courts-martial, and the House recedes with an amendment re-
storing the word * attending* struck out by the Senate and
inserting after that the words ‘ the same.”

Senate amendment 88 reduces the amount te be paid the
officer in charge of public buildings and grounds at Washington,
D. €., from $1,000 to $300, and the House recedes. :

Senate amendment 90 provides for an increase of $50,000 in
tha appropriation for commutation of guarters, and the Senate
recedes.

Senate amendment 98 provides for an increase of $36,000 for
pay to officers required to be mounted and who furnish their
own mounts, and the House recedes with an amendment which
cuts down the increase allowed by the Senate $11,000.

Senate amendment 103 increases the item for pay of the offi-
cers of the Porio Rieco regiment $44,600, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 105 increases the item for such officers for
length of service by $11,690, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 107 increases the pay of enlisted men of
this regiment by $50,580, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 108 increases the amount of pay for length
of service of such men by $35,000, and the Senate recedes.

Sennte amendment 109 provides for making the Porto Rico
regiment a full regiment of Infantry, and the House recedes
with an amendment striking out both the Senate and House
provisions.

Senate amendment 110 provides for the expenditure of $25,000
oi: of the appropriation for enecampment and maneuvers, Or-
ganized Militia, for the improvement either of the Tullahoma
or Amniston maneuver grounds, as the Secretary of War may
direct, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 111 strikes out the House provision malk-
ing it neeessary to submit estimates to Congress as to the ex-
penditure of money for the Organized Militia, and the House
recedes.

Senate amendment 115 provides tha: the officers and enlisted
men of the Army shall be permitted to purchase subsistence
supplies from the Navy and Marine Corps at the same price as
is charged to the officers and enlisted r-»n of the Navy and
Marine Corps, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 120 provides for the purchase and issue of
instruments, ete., to the officers’ schools, but does not increase
the appropriation, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 124 strikes out the House provision that
no part of any appropriation shall be expended for horse shows,
and the House recedes with an amendment which restores the
language of the House bill and adds the following: “ or horse
races, but nothing in this proviso shall be held to apply to the
officers, enlisted men, and horses of any troop, battery, or
company which shall, by order or permission of the Secretary
of War and within the limits of the United States, attend any
horse show or any State, county, or municipal fair, celebration,
or exhibition.”
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Senate amendments 126 and 128 transpose the amount appro-
priated from one part of the paragraph to another, and the
House recedes.

Senate amendment 127 provides that 26,000 of the appropria-
tion for barracks and quarters be expended for the construction
of a rostrum in the Presidio of San Francisco and that $60,000
be appropriated for a library building at Fort Leavenworth,
and the House recedes with an amendment providing that
$60,000 for the library building shall, in the discretion of the
Secretary of War, be expended out of the sum appropriated for
barracks and quarters.

Senate amendment 129 provides that private mounts of
officers in excess of the authorized mounts may be shipped on
Government bill of lading, and this amendment also provides
that $75.000 of the appropriation for the transportation of the
Army shall be available for additional pay to employees on
harbor boats in lien of subsistence, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 130 increases the appropriation for the
transportation of the Army and its supplies by $100,000, and
the House recedes.

Senate nmendment 131 increases the appropriation for roads,
wilks, wharves, and drainage by $20,000, and the House recedes
with an amendment which reduces the increase by $10,000.

Senate amendment 133 inserts the words * construction and
repair” before the word “ maintenance,” and the House recedes.

Senate nmendment 134 provides for the modification of the
organization of the Alaska Road Board and authorizes it to
expend other moneys besides the sum appropriated in this bill,
and aunthorizes the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow
and credit in the accounts of First Lieut. Robert L. Weeks
$1.340 disallowed against him, and also fixes hereafter the
allowances for an officer living with his family while serving
as a member of said board in Alaska, and the House recedes
with an amendment striking out all of the amendment of the
Senate referring to the reorganization of the board and the
expenditure of any money except that appropriated in this bill.

Senate amendments 135 and 136 transpose the amount appro-
priated from one part of the paragraph to another, and the
House recedes.

Senate amendment 139 strikes out $3,600 for rent of quarter-
master storehouse, and the House recedes.

Senate nmendment 140 reduces the total for rent of quarters
for officers, etc., by $3,600, and the House recedes.

Senate amendment 141 increases the amonnt for eclaims for
damages to and loss of private property by $1,437.34, and the
House recedes.

Senate amendment 143 inserts the words “ printing and
binding " in the item for medical and hospital department, and
the Sennte recedes.

Senate amendment 144 increases the appropriation for the
medicnl and hospital department by $50,000, and the Senate
recedes,

Senate amendment 145 provides for the removal of the Sur-
geon General's library to the Library of Congress, and the
Senate recedes, !

Senate nmendment 147 provides for the settlement of accounts
between the Engineer Department and other departments and
bureaus of the Government, and the House recedes.

- Senate amendment 148 increases the appropriation for ord-
nance service, $50,000, and the House recedes.

Senate nmendment 149 provides for the purchase of material
for small-arms ammunition, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 153 transposes the amount appropriated to
the middle of the paragraph, and the Senate recedes,

Senate amendment 154 increases the appropriation for small-
arms ammunition $75,000, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 155 inserts the words “and purchase of
materials therefor™ $750,000 in the item for manufacture of
ammunition, and fhe Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 157 transposes the amount appropriated
from one part of the paragraph to another, and the Senate
recedes.

Senate amendment 158 inserts the words “and purchase of
materials therefor” in the item of manufacture of arms, and
the Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 159 increases the appropriation for manu-
facture of arms by $50,000, and the Senate recedes.

Senate amendments 162 and 163 insert the words “and the
purchase of materials therefor ” in the items of ammunition for
field artillery and for field artillery, Organized Militia, and the
Senate recedes.

Senate amendment 105 provides for the purchase and erection
of a monument on the grave of Gen, Henry W, Lawton, and the
Senate recedes.

On the amendments of the Senate 24, 113, 121, 123, 137, 181,
and 164 the committee on conference has been nnable to agree.
Senate amendment 24 increases the amount of pay of enlisted
men by $1,221,762,
Senate amendment 113 increases the amount for subsistence
of the Army by $662475.
Senate amendment 121 increases the amount for regular sup-
plies by $455,000.
Senate amendment 123 increases the amount for horses for
Cavalry, ete, by $65,285.
Senate amendment 137 increases the amount for clothing,
camp and garrison equipage, by $300,000.
Senate amendment 161 increases the amount for field artil-
lery, Organized Militia, by $1,350,000.
Senate amendment 164 increnses the amount for ammunition
for field artillery $2,000,000.
These seven items aggregate $6,554,522, the amount in dis-
agreement between the two Houses.
The Senate receded from amounts aggregating $709,006.
The House receded from amounts aggregating $223,437.34.
James Havw,
S. H. DexT, Jr.
Jurivs KAHN,

The SPEAKER.
ence report.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Virginia
yield for a question?

Mr. HAY. I will; yes.

Mr. MANN. I did not know the conference report was coming
up to-day until recently. What was done with the amendment
with reference to moving the Surgeon General’s library?

Mr, HAY. The Senate receded.

Mr. MANN. What was done in reference to the amendment
in regard to the Alaskan cable?

Mr. HAY. The amount of $50,000 was appropriated, the same
as last year.

Mr. MANN. The Senate added an item of $135,000.

Mr. HAY. They receded from $85,000, and $50,000 was ap-
propriated.

Mr. MANN. That is the same as in the current law.

Mr. HAY. That is the same as in the current law.

Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman ever yet been able to ascer-
tain what it cost to maintain the Alaskan cable?

Mr, HAY. I have not, but I have been able to ascertain it
will cost mueh more to maintain it than we will recelve from it.

Mr. MANN. Well, of course—

Mr. HAY. I mean by that that we will pay out more than
we will receive in payment for the use which is made of it by
the public.

Mr. MANN. Of course there is not charged to the Ala:7Ta
eable the cost of its operation; a very large share of the cost
of maintenance is charged to the Regular Army.

Mr. HAY. Yes; that is true, of course, but we have to pay
the money and it does not make any difference where it is
charged.

Mr. MANN. I know we have to pay the money, and the fact
it is not charged there makes it much more difficult to ascertain
how much that is. I do not think anybody has ever been able
to discover what the expense of maintenance and operation of
the Alaskan cable is. Of course we know the signal office has
discovered enough to know that they want to get rid of it, be-
cause it is very uncomfortable for them to maintain it where
it costs so much money,

Mr. HAY. A very great burden upon them, and I do not
blame them, when, as a matter of fact, it is mostly used by the
public and not by the Army.

Mr. MANN. Why is it not just as much needed for the benefit
of the Army now as it was when it was put there?

Mr. HAY. I suppose there is just as much need.

Mr. MANN. I will say frankly the signal-service office says
there is no need of it now for the Army. I do not see any
great difference myself between when it was put there and now.

Mr. HAY. There is no great difference, but the reason why
it was put there by the Army was because they saw a way by
which they could get the means fo put it there. The reason
given was that we had forts in Alaska.

Mr. MANN. I agree with the gentleman; the reasons given
for putting it there, however, were quite different. The reasons
given were that we had troops up there and we had to have a
cable so as to have close connection with them,

Mr, HAY. I may say to the gentleman the War Department
this year trled to get the Post Office Department to take this
cable over, and made no estimate for that item. The Post Office
Department would not take the cable over, so when the Army

The question is on agreeing to the confer-
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bill went to the Senate they sent up a supplemental estimate
and the Senate put in $135,000, and we agreed on $50,000.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, I do not know
whether I am opposed to Government ownership or not. A
great many things I think the Government ought to own, some
I doubt the practicability of, but I advise all of those who are
closely or fully committed to Government ownership to exam-
ine into the ownership of the Alaskan cable, which after it has
been constructed and is in operation the War Department seeks
to get rid of becaunse it can not afford to maintain and operate
it; and the Post Office Department does not want to take it,
because it believes that it will be operated at a loss.

Mr. HAY. That is true.

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAY. T yleld.

Mr. KAHN. As a matter of fact, the amount that was recom-
mended by the department to the Senate was materially in-
creased, because, as I understood it, they contemplated laying
more eable. So, evidently the cables are needed in Alaska.
The House bill had no provision whatever for this item when
it went to the Senate.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAY. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe there is any place
in the country where, if the people could get something con-
structed without expense to them, but at the expense of the
Government, they would not ask to have the thing constructed
if it was of any benefit to them at all?

Mr, EAHN. I rather guess any section of the country would
be glad to have the Government lay cables or construct roads
or anything that the Government might be inclined to construct;
and yet the fact that the Signal Corps of the Army has asked
for additional money to lay more cables would indicate to me
that they wanted them for the Army,

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I do not
think they have asked for more money to construct an addi-
tional cable.

Mr. HAY. They asked for $496,000, n part of which was
to be used in laying down a new cable, and then other items of
expense which made up their whole estimate of $496,000,

Mr. MANN. I have the items here, and there is not anything
in them, as I see it, in reference o the construction of new
cable.

Mr. HAY. I can only say to the gentleman that the War De-
partment sent me as chairman of the Committee on Military
Affnirs a statement including an item for the laying down of a
new cable. Whether that has been printed or not I do mnot
know.

Mr. MANN. I have it right in my band.

Mr. HAY. I do not think the item——

Mr. MANN. This was sent to the Committee or Appropria-
tions. I think a similar one was sent to the gentleman's
committee.

Mr. HAY. I do not know where it went. What I am talking
about is the typewritten statement. I have never seen it in
print. But the reason was that the old cable had worn out and
would not last, and they wanted a new one.

Mr. MANN. I do mot know. The items making up the
£496,754.30—and I suppose that is very accurate—are as follows:

Cost of enlisted men, including all additional pay, clothing,
and rations, $210,264.88; pay of =ix officers, $21,513.24; cost of
Quartermaster Corps of fransportation, supplies, and person-
nel, $56,976.77; cable ship Burnside, $105,000; salaries, rents,
and incidentals, $54,258.21; supplies, $15,741.79; repairs on
cable ship Burnside, $30,000; and commutation of guarters to
officers and fuel and light, $3,000.

The total is the amount that I gave. Now, they ask for an
appropriation, if I recall rightly, for that in order that it might
not be charged to the regular appropriation. They do not know
and do not pretend to know how much of this is really charge-
able to the Alaskan cable, because it 18 not practicable to tell,

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that the conferees
of the two Houses disagreed upon seven amendments, all of
which amendments referred to increase of appropriations. One
of them was as to the number of enlisted men to be provided
for, another was for the subsistence of those enlisted men. One
was for the supplies of the Army. One was for the clothing
and camp and garrison equipage for the Army, and one was
for horses—an increased appropriation for the purchase of
horses. One was an increase of appropriation for the purchase
of ammunition for field artillery and one was for the purchase
of field artillery.

My, Speaker, had it not been for the fact that we are now
practically in a state of war, I should have asked the House to

insist upon the disagreement and to inslst that we should not
recede from the amendments of the Senate. But under the
existing circumstances and conditions I propose to move to
concur in the Senate amendments when the proper time comes
to make that motion. And I take it that now is the proper time.

Mll-:t MANN. No. You have not disposed of the conference
report.

Mr. HAY. As soon as the conference report is agreed to I
will make the motion. And in the meantime, I yield five min-
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY].

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one
question ?

Mr, HAY. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. What is the difference?

Mr. HAY. BSix million five hundred thousand dollars.

Mr. MANN. On the seven items?

Mr. HAY. On the seven items.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from EKentucky desire to
address the House on the conference report or on these seven
amendments?

Mr. SBHERLEY. On the conference report.

Mr. Speaker, the conference report as agreed to by the con-
ferees has a provision in it which prohibits the redetail of
officers below the grage of lieutenant colonel, as I recall if.

Mr, HAY. For fleld officers.

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, for field officers. Now, I am heartlly
in favor of that provision in its general aspect, but I do not
believe that it ought to apply to the Ordnance Department, be-
cause of the peculiar character of the work now being per-
formed in that corpg by officers below the grade of lientenant
colonel. The work of those officers is of a highly technical char-
acter. They are practically specialists in the supervising of the
manufacture of matériel, the making of powder and ammuni-
tion, and the building of guns. It would very seriously cripple
the work of that department if they were reguired to have a
fleld service—if men of the grade of major were required to
have a field service before they could be redetailed to their work
in the Ordnance Department. But, appreciating that we are i
a position to-day in the House where it Is important that this
bill should become a law, and believing that the defeat of the
conference report would perhaps result in considerable delay in
the final passage of the bill, I shall not now oppose an adoption
of the report. It is my understanding, affer talking with the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], that a bill will be brought
on the floor of the House shortly which will present thic excep-
tion, which I think ought to be made in favor of the Ordnance
Department; in other words, to permit the redetail of officers
above the grade of captain, so as to include the redetail of
majors as well as lieutenant colonels and those of a higher rank.

I simply felt that it was proper to make this statement so
that it might not be considered that the action taken on the
conference report now was to foreclose this matter.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly.

I agree with what the gentleman says about
the Ordnance Department. The chairman of
the committee [Mr. Hay] called my attention to the attitude
of the gentleman from Kentucky, and I agree with the chair-
man of the committee that a bill should be brought in to
straighten out that matter.

Mr. SHERLEY. The only reason why I have taken occasion
to say anything—because I am usually more than willing to
follow the judgment of the gentleman from Virginia—is that as
chairman of the subcommittee on fortifications I have had very
intimate acguaintanceship with the work that is done by the
Ordnance Department and the effect that this would have upon
the efficiency of that corps. I do not desire to further delay
the House, but I felt that it was proper that this statement
should be made; and with the understanding I have stated, I
shall not oppose the adoption of the conference report.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from California [Mr. KAuN].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. KAux]
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, during the 10 years that I have
been a member of the Committee on Military Affairs of this
House I have always believed in proper expenditures for the
maintenance of an adegquate military force. I have never cared
for it to be an unnecessarily large foree, but I have always main-
tained that it should be an efficient force, and I think we can
safely say that the Army of the United States to-day is better
prepared for any possible emergency than it has been at any
previous time in the history of the country. [Applause.] We
have a greater reserve of clothing, medical stores, small arms,
and ammunition than ever before. That Is as it should be.
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The large appropriations that bave been asked for by the
War Department for the coming fiscal year might have been
cut very materially in a number of the items that ivere dis-
agreed to by the House conferees and the taxpayers of the
country could have been saved what we considered unnecessary
expenditures. The Army has been increased during the past
year, Under the law of 1901 the President has the right to
recruit and enlist men in the Army to the number of a hundred
thousand. Up to a year ago the number of men in the Army
had been less than 80,000. As I now recall the number was
T7,500. I believe that number to be sufficient in time of peace.
DBut during the present administration that number has been
increased to about 85,000 men. A deficiency estimate of appro-
priation quite recently has been sent to Congress aggregating
about §3,500,000 to pay for the services of the additional men,
their subsistence, their clothing, and their transportation.

Mr, Speaker, I have on a number of occasions criticized the
present administration’s policies. I believed and still believe
the criticisms were justified. But I believe we have now
reached a condition in the affairs of our country when I con-
sider it a patriotic duty to vote for such appropriations as will
enable the administration to carry out its program in regard
to Mexico. Two bundred thousand dollars of the amount for
Cavalry horses in this bill is made immediately available, and
we have been told the War Deparitment requires that money
immediately for the purchase of necessary Cavalry horses. I
therefore hope that this conference rveport will be adopted
unanimously, in order that the administration and the War
Department may be able to carry out their military plans.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr., KAHN. TYes.

Mr. STAFFORD. The chairman of the commiftee referred
to the amendments that were dizagreed to, bmt which he is
going to move to agree to, as providing for an increase of the
Army. Can the gentieman state the number of men that will
be provided for if the amendment is adopted?

Mr. KAHN. The increase provided for in the present bill
will take care of approximately 85,000 men.

Mr, HAY, Exclusive of the Philippine Scouts?

Mr. KAHN. Yes, of course; exclusive of Philippine Scouts.

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. Everybody wants to know what will be the pro-
cedure in case we get involved in more or less of a war—a real
war—with Mexico, in regard to approprintions, and especially
as related to the continuance of the session. I take it that the
distinguished gentleman from Virginia, the able and accom-
plished chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, which
has control of appropriations, has been consulted by the admin-
istration to the extent of having knowledge as to what is likely
to be the procedure, whether they will come in and ask for ad.d.l-
tional appropriations?

Mr. HAY. I will state to the gentleman that I have not been
consulted by the administration, because, as I understand, the
administration has not yet concluded that there is going to be
war,

Mr, MANN, I fake it that the administration has concluded
that there is a liability of war.

Mr. HAY. That may be.

Mr. MANN. I should suppose that the administration for
some time past has fizured that there was a possibility of war.

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes.

Mr. MANN. 1 think no other reason could be given for the
increase in the Army unless it was becnuse of the ease of get-
ting men to enlist in these hard times.

Mr. HAY. There has been no trouble in getting men to enlist,
but not on account of hard times,

Mr. MANN. There was trouble in getting them to enlist in
good times.

Mr, HAY. There is no more now than at any other time.
As to when the administration is going to declare war, I have
no more information than has the gentleman. If what he wants
to know is how many soldiers——

Mr, MANN. I mean, what will be the procedure? Of course,
the making of the annual appropriations for the military es-
tablishment is done through the military appropriation bill.
We make other appropriations through the Committee on Appro-
priations in the deficiency bill. What I would like to know is,
if the gentleman can inform us, if occasion arises, will we ap-
propriate the money at once or will we have to stay here?

Mr. HAY. I think we can appropriate it and we will not
have to stay here, although I have not been consulted in any
way about it. T take it that before the volunteers can be ecalled

out there will have to be a declaration of war. The President
will have to be authorized by Congress to call out the volunteers.
How many he will call out I do not know.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman recall what procedure we
adopted in 18987

Mr. HAY. Yes.

i%]{lr- t.i{ANN The $50,000,000 appropriation had nothing te do
w. 8.

Mr. HAY. No; the Committee on Military Affairgs made all
the appropriations for the Army proper—for the Volunteers,
Regulars, sopplies, subsistence, camp equipage, and horses, and
all the various things that go to make up the needs of the Army.
My recollection is that we made the appropriations and ad-
journed very soon thereafter. We adjourned in July, as I re-
member.

Mr. MANN. Yes; we adjonrned in the first part of July.

Mr. HAY. We made all the necessary appropriations for the
troops in the Philippines, which had then been acquired, and for
all the other troops then in the field for the balance of that
fiscal year, and adjourned. I do not take it that it would be
neceseary for us to remain here, if we do have war, and make
appropriations by piecemeal, becanse I presume the President
would call out troops enough to meet the situation. I think, as
a matter of fact, the War College has worked out a plan and
knows how many men it will require to take care of the situa-
tien if war should be determined upon.

Mr. MANN. They may have to learn it by experience.

Mr. HAY. Yes; but I think they have worked out a plan.

Mr. KAHN. Let me say that as far as volunteers are con-
cerned there is a bill now pending for volunteers.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from

Mr. GORDON. T want to ask the chairman of the committee
if in case Mexico declares war against the United States a decla-
ration of war by Congress would be necessary?

Mr. HAY. I think so. Spain declared war against the United
States first.

AMr. STAFFORD. As fo the increase suggested by the Senate
and approved of by the chairman of the committee, were those
recommendations submitted te the committee when the House
was in consideration of the bill providing for an increase of a
standing Army to 85,000 men?

Mr. HAY. The estimate was for 85,000 men; yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. And there has been no provision arranged
for in expectation of difficulties in Mexico?

Mr. HAY. No increase over the estimates made by the War
Department.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Bpeaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAY. Certainly.

Mr. FOSTER. Amendment 27 remains in the bill?

Mr. HAY. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. As I understand, it provides where a court-
martial has taken place and a sentence of confinement has heen
passed, the guilty man may be paroled and may go back to his
command. Does this provide that if he is sentenced for two
years in confinement he must serve those extra two years and
then the time remaining of enlistment in order to receive an
honorable discharge?

Mr. HAY, Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. 8o that all this does is to permit the man to
receive an honorable discharge by serving such time with the
company instead of having a dishonorable discharge?

Mr. HAY. Yes. It is for the purpose of rehabilitating a man
who hag been charged with desertion and has been found guilty.

My, FOSTER. Does not the gentleman think this ought to
go a little further and that, notwithstaunding a great many of
these offenses, he might be placed back in the Army?

Mr. HAY. He may be.

Mr. FOSTER. I understand—and serve his time to the end
of his enlistment without having to serve additional time?

Mr. HAY. The gentleman will observe that we have provided
that this be tried for only cne year.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. HAY, We did that for the purpose of seelng how it is
going to work; and if it works as the War Department thinks
it will, it will be made permanent law; but if it does not, it
may be modified.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, T am very much in favor of that
provision, because I think it is a splendid thing that there
should be a parole instead of putting these young men in prison
and dishonorably discharging them, and I want to compliment
the committee for agreeing to such a provision.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous guestion on the
conference report.

The previous question was ordered.
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The conference report was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the conference report was agreed fo was laid on the table.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I now move to concur in the seven
Senate amendments to which the conferees have not yet agreed.
The Clerk has the numbers. .

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report them, one at a time.

The Clerk read as follows:

- Benate amendment No. 24: Page 6, line 15, strike out the figures

$16,949,126 ” and insert the figures *' §18,170,884.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAY. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the state-
ment correctly, these amendments involve about six and a half
million dollars?

Mr. HAY. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. And it is the gentleman’s purpose to
move to concur in all of them?

Mr. HAY. In all of them; for the reason that we are now
in a condition almost of war, and if this money is not appro-
priated upon this bill, it will have to be appropriated on some
other bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand. What I wish to obtain
some information about, if the gentleman will permit, is this:
The amounts involved in these amendments would have pro-
vided for an army of 85,000 men?

Mr. HAY. Exclusive of the Philippine Scouts.

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the Army at present?

Mr. HAY. At present it is about 85,000 men.

Mr. FITZGERALD. What was it when the appropriations
for the current year were made?

Mr. HAY. The department estim~ted for the current year
for 77,500 men.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is since the 1st of last July?

Mr. HAY. Yes. The department estimated for this eurrent
year for 77,500 men, and I will say that the House and Senate
gave the department every dollar it asked for. We did not cut
the pay of the Army below the estimates. But before the fiscal
year began, as I understand it, the President issued an order
increasing the Army, and in the last three months the Army
has been increased up to 85,000 men, which has resulted in a
deficiency of about $2,000,000 for pay and subsistence.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman means in the last six
months?

Mr. HAY. In this current year; yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. These appropriations will provide for
85,000 men in the Regular Army?

Mr. HAY. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course in our present condition the
gitnation is such that no one can tell what will be required,
but was it the purpose to increase the Regular Army perma-
nently over what it had been during the last year of the
Republican administration?

Mr. HAY. I do not know what the purpose was, but the
order was issued.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Spoaker, will the gentleman yield——

Mr. FITZGERALD. There has been some discussion as to
whether we should not recruit the Regular Army nearer to
the 100,000 limitation because of the number of men which were
supposed to be desirable to have outside of what we refer to
as continental United States.

Mr. HAY. I will state to the gentleman that when the Sec-
retary of War came before the Committee on Military Affairs
to explain the bill which is now under consideration he stated
that it was necessary to have 85,000 men, and upon being
questioned he stated how many men he wanted to put in
Panama, how many in Honolulu, and how many in the Philip-
pine Islands.

My, FITZGERALD. That was on a peace basis.

Mr. HAY. That was on a peace basis. That accounted for
85,000 men, and the committee thought that if they put those
85,000 men on ‘those stations abroad, that with 77,500 men that
would leave 42,000 men for the United States, and we thought
that was sufficient, and therefore we cut down the estimate
made by the Secretary from 85,000 to 77,5600, the same as was
made for the last year, and the Senate put up the appropria-
tion to meet the estimate made by the Secretary of War; and
when we had this conference on this bill we were not then
advised of the fact that we were going to a war with Mexico,
and we refused to agree to the Senate amendment, and I was
strongly of the opinion, and am now, that there should be a provi-
sion put into this appropriation bill saying that only the amount
of money appropriated by the bill should be spent for the men

that we provided for and no more. And we have a precedent
for that. Before the Spanish War the authorized strength of .
the Army was 30,000 men, but the Army bill always carried a
provision that not more than 25,000 men should be paid out of
the money provided.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Practically a limitation upon the appro-
priation?

Mr. HAY. A limitation upon the appropriation; and in time
of peace I shounld be in favor of that now, so as to avoid in-
creasing the Army beyond what is actually needed.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There has come within a short time
certain urgent deficlencies estimated for the Army, aggregating,
I think, three and one-half million dollars, some of it due to
present conditions in Mexico, some of it due to increase in num-
ber of enlisted men in the Army. What I was seeking to have
was the opinion of the gentleman from Virginia and of his
committee as to whether it was believed to be necessary, in
case these difficulties pass over, that the enlisted strength of
the Army should be maintained at 85,000 men. That will add,
it is said, about $8,000,000, but it will probably cost about
$10,000,000 annually for the additional 8,000 men.

Mr. HAY. As I understand the position of the War Depart-
ment, it is that they consider these men necessary. That is
their contention.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Of course the War Department, in my
experience and the experience of the gentleman from Virginla
and the gentleman from California, regardless of politics, is in-
terested in having the largest possible military establishment,
because the larger the establishment the greater the opportuni-
ties for the officers, and Congress has always had a restraining
hand upon that natural enthusiasm and interest of the profes-
sional military man.

Mr. HAY. And that was the reason why the Committee on
Military Affairs cut down the appropriation to what they did.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much will this bill carry over the
current law if these amendments are concurred in?

! Mr. HAY. It would carry about $7,000,000 over the current
aw.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Making——

Mr. HAY. One hundred and one million dollars and some
hundred thousand.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the gentleman from Vir-
ginia to express the opinion that so far as he and his commit-
tee are concerned it is not believed that under ordinary cir-
cumstances it is necessary to expend annually that much money
for the maintenance of the Army?

Mr. HAY. That is my opinion; yes.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield five minutes to me?

Mr. HAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether I will occupy that much
time or not.

Mr. Speaker, the item under consideration is the item provid-
ing for pay of enlisted men of all grades, including reeruits.
The House passed the item with an appropriation of $16,949,126.
The Senate increased the amount to $18,170,884, and this bill
passed the Senate last month.

Mr. HAY. Passed the House last month?

Mr. MANN. Passed the Senate last month. The gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Hay], whom I regard as a very able chair-
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, informs us that he
now moves to concur in the Senate amendments because of the
situation that has oceurred in the last few days. But the gitua-
tion that had occurred a month ago caused the Senate to in-
crease this amount to the amount that it is now proposed to
agree to, and that amount only paid for the men now enlisted
in the Army. No increase over the number that were then
in the Army and are now in the Army. If the gentleman from
Virginia had insisted upon reducing the amount provided by the
Senate amendment, he would have insisted upon appropriating
a less amount than would be suflicient to pay for the men now
enlisted in the Army and a month ago in the Army.

Mr, HAY. Will the gentleman permit me? The gentleman
does not seem to understand.

Mr. MANN. Do not tell me that. I do understand. Will the
gentleman make his point?

Mr. HAY. I say you do not seem to understand that men go
out of the Army every day.

Mr, MANN. Of course I know that.

Mr, HAY. The gentleman is misleading the House,

Mr. MANN. I am not misleading the House.

Mr., HAY. The gentleman states that we were not willing
to appropriate for men who are now in the Army. Now, if we
appropriated, say, for 77,500 men for the next current year,
the Army could be reduced from its present number of 85000
by stopping recruiting for one month. That would do it. And
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every man that is in the Army now would be paid according to
his contract.

Mr. MANN. The answer which the gentleman from Vir-

‘ginia makes is entirely fallacious. We appropriated last year
for this number of men in the Army, about 77,000 of them.
They have increased the number to 85,000, without any appro-
priation.

Mr. HAY. But that is no answer to what I said.

Mr. MANN., Yes; it is.

Mr. HAY. Oh, no; it is not.

Mr. MANN. And they were paid for, too.

Mr. HAY. The gentleman does mot understand the propo-
sition.

Mr, MANN. T understand it better than the gentleman does.

Mr. HAY. The genfleman thinks he understands every
proposition better than anybody else does.

Mr. MANN. When some cheap fellow gets up in the House
that is always the answer he makes to me. I am used to that.
I did not say anything about what the gentleman was willing
or unwilling to appropriate. I gaid, and I say now, the appro-
priation which the gentleman proposed to make would not have
provided the pay for the Army as it stands, and as it stood a
month ago. The Army has been increased to 85,000, whereas
the current appropriation only contemplated an Army of 77,000
men. The gentleman gives an excuse, which is probably a valid
one, that he proposes to take the Senate amendment on aceount
of conditions arising during the last few days. But the con-
ditions which caused the Senate to increase the amount were
in existence when the Senate increased the amount. The Army
had been increased to 85,000, and one of two conclusions is
inevitable—either that the sum proposed by the House for the
next year would have been too small or else the Secretary of
War was not already warranted in increasing the Army by
seven or eight thousand without receiving any appropriation
by Congress. He had the appropriation of last year. He
inerensed the Army. I am not endeavoring to criticize him. I
have no desire to eriticize the Committee on Military Affairs,
but there is the situation. The President had the power to
inerease the Army, and he increased the Army to 85,000.

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? I can
throw a little light on the propesition so far as the matter
before the Committee on Military Affairs of the House is con-
cerned. Gen. Aleshire, when he was before the commitiee,
stated that the appropriation they were asking for was for
80,117 men. That is practically the amount that the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs of the House allowed. They did net
ask for 85,000 men before the House Commitiee on Military
Affairs. The figures stated by Gen. Aleshire were 80,117 men.

Mr. MANN. At what time was Gen. Aleshire before the com-
mittee?

Mr, KAHN. We started on our hearings in December.

Mr. MANN. But between December and the time the bill
passed the Senate and the time they appeared before the Senate
committee the Army has been increased to about 85,000 men. I
have no desire to eriticize the increase. I rather think the
gitnation warranted an increase, and I think also that every-
thing that has warranted an increase has not occurred within
the last three days nor since the trouble arose at Tampico.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to put myself straight with
the House. I think I know something about the Army.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MannN] makes the state-
ment that if the Army has been increased to 85,000 during the
present current year, if we do not appropriate the amount that
was estimated for by the War Department and the amount
that was appropriated by the Senate, we will not have money
enough for the Army next year, and that the House in cutting
down the estimate of the War Depariment did not provide
money enough for the Army as it now is. Mr. Speaker, that
statement is misleading.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, I did
not make the first part of that statement. I made the last part.

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman did not make the first part of
that statement, he made something very similar to it. I so
understood it.

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s parden. That is the way
the gentleman confused the situation a while ago.

Mr. HAY. I will be glad to have the gentleman state it.

Mr. MANN. What I stated was that the appropriation made
by the House would not be sufficient to provide for the Army as
it now is.

Mr. HAY. That is just what I tried to say.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman does not deny that.

Mr. HAY, The gentleman says that the appropriation pro-
vided by the House would not pay and maintain the Army as it

now is for the next fiscal year. I thought I stated that, and that
is what I understood the gentleman to say.

That is true; and we did not desire to make an appropriation
for an army of 85,000 men, which they now have. Our purpose
was to appropriate for an army of 77,500 men, and in doing that
we would not have interfered in any wise with the contract of
any soldier who is now in the Army, beeause the terms of enlist-
ment of men in the Army ferminate every day, every week,
every month, and by stopping recruiting for 30 days before the
beginning of the fiscal year the Army would be reduced to 77,500
men, and the money which was provided for in the House bill
would have been amply sufficient to pay for the 77,500 men who
ought to be in the Army during the next fiscal year.

I have no criticism te make of the administration or of the
Secretary of War for increasing the Army, Itisa right which
the President has. But I do maintain that the legislative
branch of this Government has always exercised the right to
hold the purse strings, and particularly to held them over ap-
propriations for the Army; and it ought to bhe shown beyond
peradventure in times of peace that the number of men which
are estimated for by the War Department are absolutely neces-
sary for the uses and necessifies of the country, and we ought
not to appropriate any more money than is necessary. And the
Committee on Military Affairs, in acting upon these estimates
sent to us by the War Department, acted upon that assumption,
that we were appropriating for an army on a peace basis, and
that 77,500 men were ample for all the uses and necessities of
this country during a time of peace.

Now we are confronted with a different condition of nffairs,
and I do not believe it wonld be the part of wisdom or the part
of patriotism for us to haggle about appropriations for the nec-
essary number of men in the condition which now confronts us.

Mr. Speaker, if it is in order, T move to concur in all the
Senate amendments in one motion. I ask unanimous consent to
move to coneur in all the Senate amendments.

.The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to move to concur in all the Senate amendments.

Mr. MANN. I think we should have the numbers of those
amendments.

The BPEAKER. The Clerk will read the numbers of the
amendments,

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate amendments 24, 113, 121, 123, 137, 161, 164.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

Mr. STAFFORD, Reserving the right to object, I notice in
one amendment just read there is no number—the fourth one, as
to the increase in the amount of cavalry.

The SPEAKER. That is number 123, which the Clerk read
among the others.

Mr. HAY., Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from West

Yirginia.

Mr. AVIS. Mr. Speaker, in looking over the hearings before
the committee, I find some information that may refresh the
memory of the gentleman from Virginia. As I understand it,
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1914, appropriations were
made for 77,500 enlisted men of the Army.

Mr. HAY. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914,

Mr. AVIS. At the time of the hearings beforé the Committee
on Military Affairs in January the number of enlisted men in
the Army was 80,117. In that conneetion, I might refresh
the recollection of some géntlemen by calling attention to the
fact that General Orders, War Department, March 30, 1012, and
its subsequent modifications by direction of the Secretary of
War, provided for an authorized strength of 89,566 enlisted men,
including the Military Aeademy, but excluding the Hospital
Corps, Philippine Scouts, Quartermaster Corps, and that the
Secretary of War asked for an appropriation based on an esti-
mafe of 85000 enlisted men anticipated for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1915; that the amendment we now ask the House
to concur in is based on the estimate made by the Secretary of
War for 85,000 men, which is a less number than that provided
for by the general orders of March 30, 1912.

Mr. HAY. I now yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, the matter that has just been
brought out is of vital importance to this House and the Con-
gress. The Army during the past year has been increased by
a considerable number of men, and, so far as I have been able
to learn, not a single member of the Committee on Military
Affairs of the House or of the Senate was consulted in regard
to the matter. The Congress must furnish the money to pay
these men. The wisdom of or the necessity for the inerense I
do not desire to discuss at this time. The President has the
right. to recruit the Army to the full extent of 100,000 men, but
it is Congress that must furnish the money fe pay and equip
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them. I fully agree with the statement made by the chairman
of the committee [Mr. Hay] that Congress should still hold its
hands on the purse strings of the Nation. But I am convinced
that it is our patriotic duty to vote for the increased amounts
contained in the Senate amendments, in view of the situation
regarding Mexico, and I hope that the motion of the gentleman
from Virginia will prevail.

The SPHAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection,

Mr. HAY. I move to concur in all the Senate amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on
the table,

VOLUNTEER FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7138) to provide for
raising volunteer forces of the United States in time of actual
or threatened war, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask
for a conference,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. T138) to provide for raising volunteer forces of the
United States in time of actual or threatened war.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the
House Mr. Hay, Mr. DENT, and Mr. KAHN.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of
the following title:

S.4980. An act to amend an act entitled “An act making ap-
propriations for the service of the Post Office Department for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, and for other purposes,”
approved March 9, 1914, E

ADJOURNMENT.

And then, on motion of Mr. UxpErwoop (at 6 o’clock and 8
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs-
day, April 23, 1914, at 12 o’clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
: RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. BARNHART, from the Committee on Printing, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 15902) to amend, revise, and
codify the laws relating to the public printing and binding and
the distribution of Government publications, reported the same
sithout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 564), which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 15036) to provide for the
disposition of the surface of lands withdrawn, classified, or
reported as containing phosphate, nitrate, potash, oil, gas, or
asphaltic minerals, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 565), which said bill and report were
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

¢ CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. T068)
granting a pension to Emma L. Parker, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BARNHART : A bill (H. R. 15002) to amend, revise,
and codify the laws relating to the public printing and bind-
ing and the distribution of Government publications; to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. GEORGE: A bill (H. R. 15903) fixing the compensa-
tion of inspectors of customs, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 15804) to create a bureaun
for the deaf and dumb in the Department of Labor and pre-
scribing the duties thereof; to the Committee on Education,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15905) providing for the payment of assess-
ments on Indian allotments benefited by the construction of
ditch and drainage systems in the State of Minnesota; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H, R. 15907) authorizing the sur-
vey and sale of certain lands in Coconino County, Ariz., to the
occupants thereof; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 15908) to promote the
efficiency of the United States Marine Band, and fixing the pay
and allowances of the members thereof; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. KEATING : Resolution (H. Res. 489) authorlzing the
printing of. 1,000 copies of revised hearings pertaining to cer-
tain Indian wars as a House document; to the Committee on
Printing.

By Mr, SUTHERLAND : Resolution (H. Res. 400) authoriz-
ing the printing of Public Health Service Bulletin No. 51, third
edition, entitled ‘The Causation and Prevention of Typhoid
Fever ”; to the Committee on Printing,

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: Resolution (H. Res. 491) request-
ing certain information from the President of the United States;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1.of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 15909) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of Jackson Brown;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 15910) granting an
increase of pension to Lueretia Corbin; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15911) granting an increase of pension to
Qatherine G. Hicks; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15912) granting an increase of pension to
Laura A. Turner; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 15013)
granting a pension to Jennie Oliver; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 15014) granting a pension to
George Herman ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 15915) granting an
increase of pension to Horatio P. Smith; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DERSHEM: A bill (H. R. 15916) granting a pen-
sion to Sarah J. Harbeson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H., R. 15917) granting a pension to Carrie
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 15918) for the relief of
Georgeanna A. Brannan, dependent mother of John Douglas
Malone; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GITTINS: A bill (H. R. 15919) granting an increase
of pension to John M. Starks; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 15920) granting an increase
of pension to James Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 15921) granting an increase
of pension to Elizabeth I. Pulsipher; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 15922) granting an increase of
pension fo Francis O. Nash; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15923)
granting a pension to W. W. Batterton; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15924) granting an increase of pension to
James Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 15925) granting an increase of
pension to Frederick C. Hammetter; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. EENNEDY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 15926)
granting a pension to Ruth A. Briton Ingraham; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 15927) granting a pen-
gion to Melvin P. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MANAHAN: A bill (H. R. 15928) granting a pension
to Wilmot Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 15929) for the relief of Samuel
T. Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15930) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to Joseph C. Gluck; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 15931) granting an increase of
pension to William H. Hampshire; to the Committee on I’en-
sions.




1914.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

7113

"By Mr. SELDOMRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 15932) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of B. Frank
Smythe, alias Martin M. Smith, and to grant him an honorable
discharge; to the (fommittee on Military Affairs.

* By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 15033) granting
an increase of pension to George W. Lavery; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 15934) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph
Cameron; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. VOLLMER: A bill (H. R. 15935) granting a pension
to Charlotte E. Coplan; to the Committee on Invalid@ Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15926) granting a pension to Virginia
Dickinson; to the Committee on Invalid Persions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15937) granting a pension to Amanda
Grant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15938) granting a pension to Phoebe A.
Ludwick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15930) granting a pension to J. A. Me-
Loskey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15940) granting a pension to Michael Me-
Inery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15941) granting a pension to Carrie
Record; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15942) granting a pension to Letta E. Wil-
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 15943) granting a pension to William M.
Wilson; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15944) granting an increase of pension to
Otto Burkart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15945) granting an increase of pension to
Lee Henning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15946) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin Notley James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15947) granting an increase of pension to
William H. McCune; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15948) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel P. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15949) granting an increase of pension to
Rufus W. Rosenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15950) granting an increase of pension to
John A. Rowan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15951) granting an increase of pension to
Ben van Steinburg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15952) granting an increase of pension to
William P. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15053) for the relief of George Humphrey;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15054) for the relief of Ella G. Richter; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15955) for the relief of Charles W. Tappan;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15956) for the relief of Charles Max
Wittig; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. WINSLOW : A bill (H. R. 15957) granting an in-
crease of pension to Imogene M. Draper; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the Industrial
Council, of Kansas City, Mo., protesting against national pro-
hibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

Also (by request), memorial of the Bible College and Insti-
tute for Civic and Social Betterment, favoring the Smith-Hughes
bill, relative to moral tone of moving pictures; to the Committee
on Education.

Also (by request), memorial of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex.,
favoring censorship of motion pictures; to the Committee on
Eduecation.

Also (by request), memorial of citizens of Indiana and Michi-
gan, protesting against practice of polygamy in the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. AINEY : Petition of 683 citizens of Bradford County,
Pa., for national constitutional prohibition amendment; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

Also, petition of 170 citizens of Wayne County, Pa., for na-
tional constitutional prohibition amendment; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of 1,330 citizens of Susquehanna County, and
60 citizens of Wyoming County, Pa., favoring national prohibi-
tion ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of 119 citizens of Ashland
County, Ohio, against prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BAILEY (by request) : Petitions of voters of Roar-
ing Springs, Johnstown, Juniata, and Altoona, all in the Btate
of Pennsylvania, favoring national prohibition; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Also (by request), petitions of 8. L. Buck, J. B. Black, A. B.
Hoffman, C. L. Walter, Adam Beach, D. B. Snoberger, Lee
Furry, L. B. Furry, C. E. Johnson, G. K, Beach, Ira L. Camp-
bell, Irvin Furry, Sherman H. Baker, D. R. Reasy, S. B. Sno-
berger, B. N. Ebersole, J. H, Stuckey, Ray Mentzer, H. B. Ober,
J. D. Metzger, D. C. Frederick, jr., and G. R. Campbell, all of
New Enterprise, Pa., and J. F. Himes, of Saxton, Pa., favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also (by request), petitions of I. J. Detwiler, W. H. Baker,
A. T. Replogle, A. N. Walter, J, W. Baker, A. R. Mussellman,
C. R. Holsinger, I. 8. Baker, P. K. Brown, H. 8. Stonerock, J. W.
Reininger, and J. M. Woodcock, all of Waterside, Pa., favoring
national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of citzens of Cumberland County,
N. J., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary. .

By Mr. BALTZ: Petition of temperance mass meeting at
Nashville, I1l., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judieciary.

By Mr. BARCHFELD : Petition of Swedish-American Bene-
ficial Society Redligheten, of Braddock, Pa., favoring erection
of a memorial to John Ericsson; to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT : Petition of Central Trades and Labor
Union of St. Louis, Mo., representing 65,000 workingmen, pro-
testing against national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of 1,768 citizens of the tenth congressional dis-
trict of Missouri, protesting against national prohibition; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BATHRICK : Petitions of J. 0. Wilkin, of Kent, Ohio,
and 20 citizens of Warren, Ohlo, favoring national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Algo, petition of Smith & Holden, New York City, relative to
a bill creating a standard barrel for fruits, ete.; to the Com-
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Petitions of 126 citizens of
Waushara County, and 39 citizens of Clintonville, Wis., favor-
ing national prohibition; to thre Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of citizens of Wood and Marathon Counties,
Wis., against national prohibition; to the Committee on the Ju-
diclary.

By Mr. BROWNING : Petition of citizens of Merchantyille,
N. J., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary, .

Also, petitions of 14 citizens of Westmont and Haddonfield,
19 of Elmer, and 34 of Collingswood, N. J., favoring national
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BRUCKNER : Petitions of Charles Zoller Co., John
Hoelzel, 0. J. Gude Co., M. Diehl, Henry Gieseler, Michael
Harlaban, Sam Jones, Arthur E. Noel, and Louis Baron, all of
New York City, protesting against national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of memorial committee of the Grand Army of
the Republic, of New York, protesting against any change in the
flag; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of Josef Vogt and Socialist Party of The
Bronx, N. Y., favoring investigation of mining troubles in Colo-
rado; to the Committee on Rules.

Also, petition of Association of Master Plumbers of New York
City, favoring passage of House bill 14288, relative to contracts
for public buildings; fo the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. :

Also, memorial of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of
New York, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring passage of
House bill 7374, widows' and orphans’ pension bill ; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Also, petition of the American Society of Marine Draftsmen,
relative to leave of absence of per diem employees of the United
States classified service; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the Home Insurance Co., of New York City,
favoring passage of bills for flood protection; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. CALDER : Petition of 999 voters of the sixth congres-
sional district of New York, protesting against national prohi--
bition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Papers to accompany bill grant-
ing an increase of pension to Horatio P. Smith; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Chureh, Coleman, Fla.,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. CONRY : Petitions of voters of the fifteenth congres-
sional district of New York, protesting against national prohi-
bition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CURRY : Petitions by 9 citizens of the third Cali-
fornin congressional district, against the adoption of House joint
resolution 168 and Senate joint resolutions 88 and 50, relative
to national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DANFORTH : Petitions of Rev. R. E. Brown and 47
others; Rev. M. R. Webster; Rev. WW. W. Dailey; Rev. G. B. F.
Halloek ; Men’s Class of Second Baptist Church; O. A. McAlpine;
Rev. E. 8. Shepard; Rev. F. J. Tower; H. F. Beardsley and 8
others; Twelfth Ward Woman's Christian Temperance Union;
Rev, J. M. Hutchinson; 8. H. Hutchinson; B. E. Hodges; J. A.
Gillies; Rev. A. N. Smith, of Advent Christian Church; L. G.
‘Wetmore and 4 others; and W. R. Betteridge, all of Rochester,
H. X.; Rev. Silas Mosteller, of Industry; Rev. R. C. Hallock, of
Scottsville; Rev. Benjamin Copeland, of Charlotte; B. H. Diver
and Charles M, Diver, of West Henrietta; Walter Euvler and 7
others, of Rush; Rev. W. B. Robinson, of Brockport; J. A.
Fellows, of Henrietta; Rev. ¥. H. Dickerson, of North Chili;
BE. L. Rising, of Weedsport; M, L, Rising, of Weedsport; Rev.
G. H. Hobart, of Morton, N. Y.; and National Temperance
Soclety and Publication House, favoring national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of E. R. Hinkley and 8 others of Hunt, N. Y.,
favoring the proposed b per cent increase in freight rates; to the
Commiftee on Intersinte and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE : Petitions of sundry citizens of the State
of Kansas, favoring bureau of farm loans (H. R. 11755); to
the Commifiee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of Richard Campbell, Bauer Bros.
Baking Co., Trorlicht Duncker Carpet Co., Equitable Surety
Co., St. Louis Wire & Iron Co., Standard Scale & Fixture Co.,
C. L. Holman, Automobile Gasoline Co., Woodward & Tiernan
Printing Co., Laclede-Christy €Clay Products Co., the Wesco
Supply Co., Donk Bros. Coal & Coke Co., George J. Fritz
Foundry & Machine Co., Uhlenhaut Bros. Wagon Co., Halsey
Automobile Co., Herf & Frerichs Chemical Co., Geller-Ward-
Hasner Hardware Co., Pfoertner-Lehmann Machine Co., Charles
8. Ruckstuhl, D. G. Cook, A. & I. F. Lee, E. R. Hensel Steel &
Copper Co., Ferd. Messmer Manufacturing Co., David Kreyling,
Harry Cordes, eight citizens, George M. Farland, Charles P.
Stanley Cigar Co., Handlan-Buck Manufacturing Co., Lyman
T, Hay, Capen Belting & Rubber Co., Greeley Printery of St.
Louis, the Dietrich Art Co., Heine Safety Boiler Co., Wagner
Electric Manufacturing Co., Union Rubber & Supply Co., Reli-
ance Machine & Tool Works, Buxton-Skinner Printing & Sta-
tionery Co., Byrnes Belting Co., and the Ruemmeli-Dawley
Manufacturing Co., all of St. Louis, Mo., and also a petition
signed by 450 citizens of St. Touis, Mo., against national prohi-
bition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of members of Local Neo. 134, International
Brotherhood of Eleetrical Workers, of Chicago, Ill., favoring
passage of Bartlett-Bacon bill (H. R. 1873) ; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions
of Blythedale, Rutledge, and Pike County, Mo., Sunapee, N, H.,
and Ridgeway, Mo.; G. A. Barrett, Minneapolis, Minn.; Nellie
G. Burger, president Missouri Woman's Christian Temperance
Union; L. R, Woods, 8t. Louis, Mo.; the Methodist Missionary
Society, Lexington, Mo.; Mrs. W. T. Bell, Lexington, Mo, : Mrs.
F. P. Blaisdell, Epping, N. H.; the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of Ford City, Mo.; Mr. and Mrs. A. G. Diehl. Mo-
berly, Mo. ; the Woman’s Christian Temperanee Unions of Hurd-
land, Jamesport, and Mount Vernon, Mo.; Ben Franklin, Macon,
Mo.; 8. . A. Guthrie and Ben Eli Guthrie, Macon, Mo.; C. G.
Buster, Macon, Mo.; Earl Edwards, Macon, Mo.; the Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union of Liberal, Mo.; citizens of Clark,
Mo. ; citizens of Bellflower, Mo.; Swedish-Americans of Florence
and Berry Counties, Mo.; the Woman's Christian Temperance
Unions of Nichols, Campbell, and Lewistown, Mo.; the Euelid
Avenue Baptist Church, St. Louis, Mo. ; the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Missouri; Mrs. T. B. Rauch, Morehouse,
Mo.; Albert Skinner, Macon, Mo.; F. W. Gieselman Dry Goods
Co., Macon, Mo.; the Men's Congregational Brotherhood of
Holliston, Mass.; Andrew Robinson, Pierce City, Mo.; Lyra A.

. MeCracken, Diamond, Mo.; the Woman's Christinn Temperance
Unions of Pattonburg and Louisiana, Mo.; Lucius L. Smith,
Helena, Mo.; Charles Platz, Bethany, Mo.; the Woman’s Chris-
tinn, Temperance Union of Holden, Mo.; 10 citizens of Chilli-
cothe, AMo.; 25 citizens of Cyrene, Mo.; 25 citizens of Parma,
Mo. ; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Kansas City,

Mo.; Nellie Bruff, Pierce City, Mo.; 10 citizens of Altamont,
Mo.; the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Macon and
Mount Vernon, Mo.; Mae Woods, Mount Vernon, Mo.; the
Woman’'s Christlan Temperance Unions of Sikeston, Mo., Tay-
lorsyille, Pa., and Hannibal, Mo.; Robinson Bros., Macon, Mo.;
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of St. Louis, Mo.;
T. D, Kimball, Kirkwood, Mo.; C. A. May, St. Louis, Mo.: the
Ladies’ Mission, Lexingion, Mo.; 6 citizens of Atlanta, Mo.;
J. C. Brown, St. Louis, Mo.; and Reo Cater, Macon, Mo., favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Harry F. Ewald, secretary 8t. Louis Iron
& Machine Works, St. Louis, Mo., against national prohibi-
tion; to the Committea on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ESCH: Petitions of sundry citizens of Black River
Falls, Wis.,, favoring passage of national prohibition; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, memorial of United Commercial Travelers of America,
favoring passage of Senate bill 1837, favoring ereation of
couast guards; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petitions of 1,932 voters of the sev-
enth New York congressional district, protesting against na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FRENCH : Petition for national farm-land bank bill,
from citizens of Aberdeen, Idaho; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency. .

By Mr. GARNER : Memorial of Los Angeles Soclety for the
Study and Prevention of Tuberculosis, faverinz House bill
12864 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GOULDEN : Petitions of 715 voters of the twenty-
third New Yark congressional district, protesting against na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Petition (of Rev. Rufus C.
Flagg and 2,805 other residents of the first congressional dis-
trict of Vermont, for a national eonstitutional prohibition
amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAMMOND : Petitions of retail and wholesale tobacco
dealers, merchants, druggists, ete., of the State of Minnesota,
fﬁ.v-}ring the anticoupon bill; to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Circle No. 56, Ladies of the
Grand Avmy of the Republie, Richmond, Cal., against change
in United States flag; to the Committee en the Judieiary.

Also, petition of citizens: of Mountain View, Cal, favoring
amendment to postal and eivil-service laws; to the Committee
on the Post Oflice and Post Roads.

Also, petition of citizens ef Mommtain View and Arroyo
Grande, Cal,, against Sabbath-observance bill; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. IGOE: Petition of L. H. Grone, St. Louis Iron &
Machine Works, and Joseph D. Bascom, all of St. Louis, Mo.,
aigninat national prehibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, a petition signed by 3,302 citizens of the eleventh con-
gressional distriet of Missouri, protesting against H. J. Res. 168,
8. J. Res. 88, and 8. J. Res. 50, or any similar prohibition meas-
ures; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, KEISTER : Petitions of 1,063 citizens of Butler, 475
citizens of Monessen, 583 citizens of Vandergrift, 350 citizens
of Portersville, 250 citizens of Harrisville, 40 citizens of Irwin,
58 eitizens of Conoquenessing, S0 citizens of East Butler, 139
citizens of Bruin, 215 citizens of West Sunbury, 300 citizens of
Chicora, 208 citizens of Valencia, 93 citizens of North Butler,
150 citizens of Evans City, 60 citizens of Brunchton, 320 citizens
of Middlesex, 115 citizens of Eau Claire, 125 citizens of Tast
Unity, 200 citizens of Mars, 130 citizens of West Unity, 206
citizens of Hooker, congregation of the Petrolin Presbyterian
Church, and citizens of Monessen, all in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, favoring national prehibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of citizens of western Pennsylvania, against
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Petition of 12,313 citizens of
Michigan, protesting against the adoption of House joint resolu-
tion 168, relating to national prohibition; to the Committee on
the Judieiary.

Also, petition of 60 citizens of Ypsilanti, favoring national
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By AMr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island ; Memorinls of Calvary Bap-
tist Church Brotherhood, of Providence; Albert E. Hayes, M. D.,
of Providence; Baraca Class of United Presbyterinn Chureh,
Central Falls; Pawtucket Womuan's Club., of Pawtucket; all
in the State of Rhode Island, favoring nation-wide prohibition ;
to the committee on the Judiciavy.

Also, petitions of Roger Willinms Baptist Church and First
Presbyterian Church of Providence, First Baptist Sunday
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School and TFirst Presbyterian Church of Woonsocket, and
voters of Cumberland, all in the State of Rhode Island, favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KENT: Petition of citizens of Chico and Humboldt
County, Cal., against Sabbath-observance bill; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. KETTNER: Petition of Riverside (Cal.) Chamber
of C~mmerce, favoring appropriation for Mojave River; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Riverside, Cal,
favoring House bill 12292, the Federal child-labor bill; to the
Committee on Labor, -

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany House
bill 15858, for the relief of William Burnell; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petitions of citizens of the fifteenth congressional distrizt
of Pennsylvania, favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LEE of Georgia : Papers to accompany a bill for relief
of Martin Ball; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LEVY : Petitions of Charles Zoller Co. and the O. J.
Gude Co., New York, protesting' against national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Yale & Towne Manufacturing Co., of
New York City, favoring passage of House bill 13305, relating to
standardization of prices; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Association of Master Plumbers of New York
City. favoring House bill 14288, relative to contracts for public
buildings; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LEWIS of Maryland: Petitions of members of the
Socialist Party, Progressive Labor Lyceum of Baltimore, Md.,
protesting against conditions in the State of Colorado; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LIEB: Petitions of 399 members and others of the
General Baptist Church, by Rev. W. T. Winstead, of Fort
Branch; Oak Grove General Baptist Church, by Rev. U. O.
Beadles, of Oakland City; General Baptist Church, by Rev.
Clarence Alman, of Owensville; Bethlehem General Baptist
Church, by Rev. A, D. Barker, of Fort Branch; Friendship
General Baptist Church, by Rev. J. 1. Stone, of Boonville; Gen-
eral Baptist Church, of Tennyson; Centenary General Baptist
Chureh, by James R. Barnett, of Yankeetown; Wadesville Gen-
eral Baptist Church, by Rev. L. A. Stone, of Wadesville; Mount
Pleasant General Baptist Church, by Rev. A. D. Baker, of Mount
Vernon; Mount Olivet General Baptist Church, by Rev. Joseph
J. Anderson, of Poseyville; Dethesda General Baptist Churech,
by Rev. George Leathers, of Mount Vernon; Old Union Baptist
Church, by Rev. J. C. Cummins, of Mount Vernon; Christian
Endeavor Society of Ebenezer Church; First Creek Association
Chureh, of Mount Tabor; General Baptist Church, by Rev.
J. C. Cuommins, of Columbia; Flatereek Church, by Rev. J. B.
Hayden, of Pike County; Mount Zion General Baptist Church,
by Rev. C. E. Barrett, of Winslow; Bethel Church, by Rev.
Claud Neal, of Winslow; Pleasant Grove Church, by Rev. C. E.
Barrett, of Velpen; General Baptist Church, by Rev. J. B.
Hayden, of Winslow, all in the State of Indiana, favoring na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Clark County, Mo.,
and Newark, Mo., favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of Rumford Grange,
No. 115, of Rumford; Mount Cutler Grange, No. 152; and
Topsham Grange, No. 37, of Topsham, all of the State of Maine,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. :

Also, petitions of citizens of Lewiston; Leeds Grange, No. 09,
of Leeds; and Nelson Dingley Lodge, Independent Order of
Good Templars, of Rockland, all of the State of Maine, favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Memorial of the Nazarene
Sunday School, Lincoln, Nebr., favoring national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. METZ: Petition of 473 voters of the tenth New York
congressional district, protesting against national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petitions of officers of Local No. 92,
B. I. L., thirteenth congressional district, and sundry citizens
of the State of Massachusetts, protesting against national pro-
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

‘Also, petition of sundry voters of Holliston, Mass., favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NEELEY of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Reding
and Claflin, Kans., against national prohibition; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiclary.

Also, petition of Local Unions Nos. 210 and 258, United Mine
Workers of America, of Weir City, Kans., relative to strike
situation in Colorado; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PLUMLEY : Petitions of 2,839 citizens of the second
congressional district of Vermont; Walter C. Twing and 17
others, and 5 towns of Windsor County, Vt., favoring national
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Waslin Grange, No. 268, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, favoring passage of H. R. 11897, rural farm-credit bill;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of Mrs. M. A. Twing and 9 others of the State
of Vermont, protesting against Sunday-observance law; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of Henry A. Daw, of Cabot, Vt., protesting
agalnst national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. REED: Petitions of Charles H. Dancose, Aristoller
Papanostasia, Edouard J. Grenier, Frank X. Laflamme, James
W. Flaherty, H. €. Graupner, William Ri¢hardson, Charles B.
Herrick, Arthur Provost, Anselme A. Provost, Joseph H. Provost,
and Thomas Laughten, all of Manchester, N. H., opposing na-
tional prohibition of liguor traffic; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petitions of Hermanns-
Soeline Maenner-Chor of New Haven and the Central Labor
Union of Meriden, Conn., profesting against national prohibi-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petition of residents of
Somerville, Mass.,, favoring the passage of House joint reso-
lution 168, being an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit
the manufacture gnd sale of intoxicating liquors and beverages;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROGERS: Petitions of citizens of Lowell, Mass., pro-
testing against the Sunday-observance bill; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia, .

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of Newark (N. J.) Photo-en-
gravers' Union, favoring passage of the Bartlett-Bacon bill
(H. R. 1873) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of citizens of Monmouth County, N. J., favor-
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Perth Amboy, N. J., pro-
testing against the assignment of Perth Amboy to any other re-
serve-bank district than New York; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

By Mr. SELDOMRIDGE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union and sundry voters of Delta, Colo., favoring
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SWITZER : Petitions of 25 citizens of Crown City,
500 citizens of South Point, 900 citizens of Ironton, 23 citizens
of Rutland Village, 5T citizens of Ironton, 1 citizen of Oak Hill,
1 citizen of Athens, 1 citizen of South Point, Germania Lodge,
No. 135, 53 citizens of Nelsonville, 27 citizens of Jackson, 41
citizens of Wellston, 91 citizens of Gallipolis, 81 citizens of
Portsmonth, 20 citizens of Jackson, 25 citizens of Glouster, and
723 citizens of Portsmouth, all in the State of Ohio, against the
national constitutional prohibition amendment; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TAVENNER : Petitions of citizens of the fourteenth
Illinois congressional distriet, protesting against the passage of
the Hobson, Sheppard, and Works resolutions; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of citizens of the fourteenth Illinois congres-
sional district, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Jean A, Pope, East Moline, Ill., favoring pas-
sage of the migratory-bird bill; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of A. D. Sperry, of Rock Island, IllL, protesting
against the Mississippi River being closed to shooting; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. TEN EYCK (by request) : Petition of 150 citizens of
the twenly-eighth congressional district of New York, against
the Hobson, Sheppard, and Works resolutions relative to na-
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THACHER : Petition of sundry citizens of Marthas
Vineyard, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. VOLLMER : Petition of Young Men's Christian Asso-
clations and citizens of Iowa, favoring national prohibition; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALLIN : Petition of 353 voters in the thirtieth New
York congressional district, protesting against national prohibi-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota : Petitions of sundry citizens
of North Dakota, favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
miftee on the Judiciary.
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